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LETTER FROM THE PRES IDENT

This book contains the philosophies
families. The2018 policy book was written by thousands of families throughout the
nation, as they considered ways to improve their incomes and their lifestyles.

This book, which addresses national and international concerns, will serve to dire
the actions of the Ammesan Farm Bureau Federatianh e nat i onods | &
influential farm organization.

Every one of the more than 2,800 county Farm Bureaus has mamtien and
approved policies to guide their local agenda. Similarly, Farm Bureaus in every
state and &erto Rico have policies to direct their actions.

Far m Bur e a-cpitrslledngrasdooets policy development process is a
point of pride, a true example of democragyaition. There is the givandtake of
spirited debate, followed by voter approaald acceptance of majority rule. On
January 10 in Nashville, TN, 353 delegates deliberated and approved the policies
contained in this book.

In 1919, farmers formed the American Farm Bureau Federation so they could wor
together, speak in a unified voiaad, as a group, achieve what individuals could
not. That bold experiment of 99 years ago continues today, giving farm and ranch
families the opportunity to work together to attain their goals.

Zippy Duvall, President
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FOREWORD

Purpose of Farm Bureau

Farm Bureau is aimdependent, neagovernmental, voluntary organization governed by and representing
farm and ranch families united for the purpose of analyzing their problems and formulating action to
achieve educational improvement, economic opportunity and social &iwantand, thereby, to promote
the national welbeing. Farm Bureau is local, county, state, national and international in its scope and
influence and is nepartisan, norsectarian and nesecret in character. Farm Bureau is the voice of
agricultural prodcers at all levels.

Farm Bureau Beliefs

America's unparalleled progress is based on freedom and dignity of the individual, sustained by basic mc
and religious concepts.

Economic progress, cultural advancement, ethical and religious principles floesisivhere people are
free, responsible individuals.

Individual freedom and opportunity must not be sacrificed in a quest for guaranteed "security."

We believe in government by legislative and constitutional law, impartially administered, without special
privilege.

We believe in the representative form of govern@esmtepublié® as provided in our Constitution, in
limitations on government power, in maintenance of equal opportunity, in the right of each individual to
freedom of worship and in freedom of spleepress and peaceful assembly.

We believe that the basic principles of Americardswith emphasis upon freedom, dignity and the
responsibility of the individual, and our private competitive enterprise sgssdould be taught in the
schools.

Individuals hae a moral responsibility to help preserve freedom for future generations by participating in
public affairs and by helping to elect candidates who share their fundamental beliefs and principles.

People have the right and the responsibility to speak éongklves individually or through organizations
of their choice without coercion or government intervention.

Property rights are among the human rights essential to the preservation of individual freedom.

We believe in the right of every person to choosea@mpation; to be rewarded according to his/her
contribution to society; to save, invest or spend; and to convey his/her property to heirs. Each person ha:
the responsibility to meet financial obligations incurred.

We believe that legislation and regutetts favorable to all sectors of agriculture should be aggressively
developed in cooperation with allied groups possessing common goals.

We support the right of private organizations to require membership as a prerequisite for member service
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SECTION 1 - RURAL LI VING / LABOR / TRANS PORTATION
GOVERNMENT
101 / Civil Rights

1.
2.

3.

4.

We strongly oppose discrimination against persons on the basis of sex, race, religion, national origin or handitcepped sta

We further oppose:

2.1. Minority business funding quotas;

2.2. The use of federal funds by any institution or agency that discriminates on the basis of any of the factors set forth above;

2.3. Expansion of remedies available ungegsent civil rightdaws to include compensatory, punitive damages and attorneys'
fees;

2.4. Legislation, or regulation, that directly or indirectly results in implementing hiring gastaddefense against allegations of
discriminatory hiring practices; and

2.5. Any program which tends to separate, isolate, segregate or divide the people of our country under the guise of emphasizil
ethnic diversity

We support amending 42 USC Section 1988 of the United States Code to stop the funding of attorney fees in cadlasghts

with taxpayer dollars for special interest groups.

We support working service animals be clearly marked and harnessed before entering a place of business.

102 / The Constitution

1.
2.

Stable and honest government with prescribed and limited posvesséntial to freedom and progress.

The U.S. Constitution is wetlesigned to secure individual liberty by a division of authority among the legislative, executive and

judicial branches and the diffusion of government powers through retentitie syates and the people of those powers not

specifically delegated to the federal government.

The Constitution is the supreme law of the land and changes in the original intent and meaning should be made only through

constitutional amendments.

We reaffirm that the Constitution supersedes any and all tredtie$oreign nations.

We fully expect elected and appointed officials to fulfill their promise to uphold and defend the Constitution.

We demand the federal government, as our agent, to cease and desist, effective immediately,tharatatbeyond the scope

of its constitutionally delegated powers.

We support:

7.1. Educational adtities to teach the history of and the importance of the Constitution;

7.2. A third mechanism to amend the Constitution that allows states to initiate a constitutional amendment. When 34 states ha
adopted an identical proposed amendmentg@ass will adopt the proposed amendment as a congressional proposal, return
it to the 50 states, requiring ratification by thfeerths of the states;

7.3. English be established by law as the official language of the United States;

7.4. Our constitutional right as individuals to own and to bear arms;

7.5. A constitutional amendment to allow voluntary praiyeall "walks of life," particularly in our schools, sporting events and
goverrning bodies at the local, state and federal levels;

7.6. A constitutional amendment requiring a balanced federal budget; and

7.7. The Regulation Freedom Amendment to require that Congress approve major new federal regulations.

We oppose:

8.1. Amending the Constitution to change the current eligibility requirements to become President of the United States;

8.2. The centralization of power and responsibility in the federal governbes@iuse it violates the Constitution;

8.3. A constitutional convention;

8.4. Encroachment on the constitutional prerogatives of each branch of the federal government by the other branches;

8.5. Statehood for Washingm, D.C.;

8.6. Any proposal to establish a national identification card that would be used for any purpose affecting U.S. citizens;

8.7. Government censorship of free speesiich as the Fairness Doctrine;

8.8. The use of paramilitary personnel, equipment and tactics by federal, state or local agencies when interacting with peaceft
and lawful public demonstrations; and

89. The constructizomeysfof ébd e e®l spetathe or | ocal agencies as
speechrights.

103 / Elections

1.

2.

The federal governmenhsuld not be involved directly in the elective process in any way, but should recommend certain uniform
guidelines to the states to assure fair and proper elections.
We support:
2.1. A national effort to require registered voters to show phdgatification when reporting to the polling place to receive a
ballot;
2.2. Voters being required to register in person a minimum of 30 days prior to the glection



2.3. Proof of citizenshigbeing a prerequisg for voter registration

2.4. Voter registratiorbeing recorded rapidly to reduce duplicate registrations;

2.5. Repeal of laws mandating use of multilingual ballots in pulictions because a common language is essential to a unified
country;

2.6. Retention of the Electoral Colleder presidential elections and electors being required to vote for the candidates to which
they were pleded;

2.7. The use of leadership Political Action Committees (PACs) under federal elkatipn

2.8. Changing the present electitaws to limit compulsory union dues or any other compulsory mechanism, from being used in
any way to influence federal or state elections;

2.9. Efforts to further consolidate elections in order to streamline the system and reduce taggpgese; and

2.10.The ability to include auto political phone calls in therdit-call list for individuals.

3. We oppose:

3.1. Proposals to make the popular vote the sole determinant of presidential elections;

3.2. Changes that restrict or curtail the right of an individual citizen, or any group of citizens, the right to express thasselve
guaranteed by the First Amendment;

3.3. The use of public funds and franking privilegeshe financing of political campaigns

3.4. Government support, grants or other funding of organizations for political activity;

3.5. The use of the Internédr voting in any local, state, or federal electiand

3.6. The news medieeporting electiomesults anexit poll results prior to the closing of all polling places.

104 / Executive Branch

1. We recommend that the executive branch
1.1. Exerci® restraint in seeking broad, discretionary powers from Congress;
1.2. Avoid interpreting laws beyond the scope affirmatively spelled out by Congress;
1.3. Refrain from issuing executive orders which exceed constitutional and statutory guidetineish@lraw any orders which
exceed such guidelines;
1.4. Be prohibited from binding the United States to future international conventions or treaties that do not undergo the same
risk/benefit analysis required of U.S. laws and regulations; and
1.5. Be allowed to use presidential line item veto
2. We support imposing a maximum lifetime pension for Cabinet members.
3. We oppose the executive brarmieating positions, such as czars, that are not elected and not accountable and are duplicating al
usurping responsibility from other departments and agencies.

105 / Freedom of Information

1. The Freedom of InformatioAct (FOIA) is a valuable tool for the collection of information from federal agencies. We support
continued vigilance in protecting theldic's right to access government and other public records. Federal agencies should
respond within 120 days or less to all requests for information to allow greater public scrutiny of their decisions.dfhe lack
effective response to a FOIA request skalive to extend other administrative deadlines.

2. We oppose the disclosure of personal and/or business information by an organization, business or agency about ingividuals. T
release of any information should only be allowed by specifitem or electronic authorization of the individual, or any private
business entity.

3. Any personal information provided to any government agency should be required to stay within that agency. Any agency
responding to a FOIA or interagen®quest should be required to comply with current law and not release personal, private or
confidential business information without the consent of the person who submitted the information.

106 / Judicial Branch

1. We believe in an independent judiciary, impartial administration of law without special privilege and issuance of judicial
decisions based upon law and not the personal opinion of a judge.
2. The judicial function should be germed by the judicial branch and not by executive agencies.
3. We support:
3.1. Judicial decisions based upon legislaiivent;
3.2. Appointment of Supreme Coutustices with the best qualifications, includmgiiimum of 10 years of experience in a
state supreme couwst a federal court;
3.3. The rights of the victim being at least equal to those of the accused or convicted;
3.4. Legislative or judicial processes toepent judge$rom releasing criminals on technicalities after a jury renders a guilty
verdict;
3.5. Division of the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals to add a 12th Circuit Court of Appeals, which includes Alidaiha, Nevada
and Utah; and
3.6. A requirement that judgdse citizens of the United States in order to be appointed to the bench.
4. We oppose:
4.1. Courts overlooking the rights ofehvictim in an overzealous effort to protect the accused or convicted;



4.2. Any configuration of a court district combining Nevada and California;
4.3. Lifetime appointment of judges

4.4. Using any foreign, secular or religious law, policy or treaty; and

4.5. Judicial deference to agency interpretation of laws.

107 / Legislative Branch

1.

2.
3.

Congress mustssume the responsibility to preserve our federal system by reversing the trend toward centralization of authority

in the executive and judicial branches.

Congress, government agencies and their employees should be subject to the same lales pesogite of the United States.

We call upon Congress to amend existing laws which govern the power and authority of regulatory egprwigte that in

every instance a person accused of a violation shall be deanexent until proven guilty and urge that all future laws follow

this principle.

We urge Congress to:

4.1. Avoid delegation of broad, discretionary powers to the executive beartthis reglatory agencies

4.2. Enact corrective or conforming legislation where the Supreme Court or Appellate Courts have invaded the legislative area

4.3. Place less emphasis on passing new laws that fushtict the freedom of Americans and, instead, give greater emphasis
to its oversight responsibility so that the original intent of Congress will be better implemented by the administrative
agencies;

4.4, Enforce a code of ethics clearly ohedating the conduct and activities that should be expected of its member; and

4.5. Expand oversight of the rulemaking process.

We support:

5.1. Each tax increase being voted on by a roll call vote;

5.2. Regulations promulgated as a result of congressional action being reviewed by the congressional committee of jurisdictiol
prior to implementation to ensure that the legislative intent is being followed,;

5.3. The Senate confirming or deing, within 90 days, the President's judicial nominations;

5.4. Reading of legislation be required before voting;

5.5. All bills being publicly available three days before a vote is taken; and

5.6. The ability ofCongress to earmark discretionary funds for specific projects in a transparent way that identifies the purpose
and intended beneficiaries.

We oppose:

6.1. Special privileges for lawmakers, particularly regarding health care

6.2. Automatic tax increases;

6.3. Public officials leaving office from taking employment with those they formerly regulated for a period of two years;

6.4. Taxpayer dollars used to hikgbbyists, the use of government work facilities, and/or salaried work time by executive
branchgovernment agency officials to influence the outcome of legislation or proposed regulations;

6.5. Openended land purchase authorization that would allow federal agencies to purchase additional land without
Congressional approval;

6.6. Any federal programs taking over private sector responsibilities; and

6.7. Unfunded mandas

108 / Patriotism

1.

We support:

1.1. Our armed forces defending our freedom;

1.2. Teaching the flagode in the schools and practicing it when displaying the American Flag

1.3. Regular recitation and explanation of the Pledge of Allegiance using the English Ilgnguage

1.4. Keeping The StarSpangled Banner," in English, as our U.S. national anthedh

1.5. Patriotic acts, such as performance of the national angineinpledge to the flagf the United Statg at the start of public
events and in public schools.

We oppose:

2.1. The desecration of the American flamd

2.2. The purging of United States history by the removal of symbolsépagsent historic events and/or persons from our
nationébés past.

109 / Quialifications and Compensation for Congress and Federal Officials

1.

2.

We believe that compensation and benefit packagdederal officials must be commensurate with the high level of competence
and dedication required to properly manage the federal government.

We support:

2.1. Pay and pension legislation being voted on as a separate issue and not be tidatéal egeslation;

2.2. Pension benefits of elected officials or former elected officials who have been convicted of a felony being denied;

2.3. We recommend Congress establishing a limit on governfneded expenses for former presidents antlifeir spouses;

2.4. Termination of tax dollar support for maintenance of presidential libraridghey be maintained by private donation;
3



3.

2.5. Afreeze on legislative salaries during periods of federajeudeficit; and
2.6. All elected officials at the national level must fully disclose all sources of income annually by May 1.
We oppose any pay increase for Congress without a balanced .budget

110 / Regulatory Review and Reform

1.

When a court finds that a federal agency is in violation of the law, the landowner that is in compliance with the agency rule
should not be Hd liable for the agency's error. Landowners should be able to continue under the existing rules until the matter i
settled and new rules are properly adopted.

All federal agencies shall be held to the strictest interpretation of law when seguigtions. No federal agency shall be allowed
to legislate through their regulatory power.

The Environmental Protection Agen(PA) and/or any other government agency should not pass any rule thagfiobés

and/or imprisonment of citizens, or changes the way citizens normally do business, without the approval of a majority of
Congress.

The EPA shall be required to coordinate with the USDA in the development of conservation and cleawatieraratyulations
impacting agriculture. Specific efforts should be made to oversee and to reform the inspection@adtindeauthority of the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OStAd EPA.

Federal agencies shoulbrk with the regulated community to correct problems through improved education and compliance
assistance, rather than fines, penalties and prosecution.

Prior to proposing any major federal regulation, action agencies shall consult with gatdsgefederalism concerns expected

to be raised by a proposed rule. The action agencies shall respond to those concerns in the administrative recondifier a final
Failure to adequately consult and respond to federalism concerns raised by statelowsieothe level of deference afforded to

the action agencies in any future judicial review of that final regulation.

Communication made by federal agencies that support or oppose a proposed rule, legislative bill or other government action,

wheher directed to the public or Congress, should be proh
interpretation of a proposed rule must be first published in the Federal Register.
We believe:

8.1. The purpose of federal regtitan should be limited;

8.2. That agencies should enforce existing regulations prior to promulgating additional regulations on related matters;

8.3. When publishing proposed federal rules, regulatory changes or significant actions, publicdtéaabion in the Federal
Register often does not provide adequate notice to all stakeholders. Federal agencies should also provide notice of propo
federal rules, regulatory changes or other significant actions directly to targeted stakeholdersdstagetmohunities as
well as organizations representing affected parties;

8.4. That all federal regulations should be required to follow important policy principles including:

8.4.1. Recognition that property rights are the foundation for resqumauction and must be protected;

8.4.2. Regulations should be based on sound scientific data that can be replicated and peer reviewed;

8.4.3. More transparency and communication regarding rule development and interpretation;

8.4.4. Risk assessmeanalysis should be conducted prior to final action;

8.4.5. An estimate of the costs and benefits associated with public and private sector compliance action must be conducte
prior to final action;

8.4.6. Actions must allow forléxibility to suit varying local conditions;

8.4.7. Actions should be subject to independent analysis and public scrutiny;

8.4.8. Alternatives to the action must be thoroughly and publicly considered, especiallyinasketincentives;

8.4.9. Actions must properly acknowledge and provide for the reality, practicality and limitations of doing business in the
affected sector;

8.4.10.Presumption of innocence as opposed to the current presumption of guilt should be strengthened;

8.4.11.A measurementf the cumulative impact of federal actions affecting production agriculture prior to the
implementation of any federal actions impacting agriculture;

8.4.12.Limiting the ability to intervene in regulatory actions to only those parties that can dert®ttstsaare directly
affected by the alleged violation; and

8.4.13.Limiting the ability for third parties to utilize federal or state funds for legal assistance to file lawsuits against
county, state or federal governments; and

8.4.14.Giving financialsupport to property owners in order to comply with any new governmental regulations.

8.5. That all congressional or federal actions creating new administrative agencies or giving new responsibilities to existing
agencies should include specific terntioa dates;

8.6. That all federal regulations should have sunset provisions;

8.7. That Congress should provide for strong congressional oversight of regulatory and significant agency actions as well as a
willingness to override unacceptable ageactions;

8.8. Environmental impact statemerf&slS) findings and requirements should be balanced with ebeosdfit analysi®f
proposed rgulations or agency actions;

8.9. That zerebase budgeting should apply to federal agencies as a method of regulatory reform and fiscal responsibility;

8.10.That federal agencies should be required to give advance notice not less than 30 dayamyitield hearing or
informational meeting;



9.

8.11.That if inspections are warranted, to the extent possible, we believe federal agencies should schedule and conduct
inspections of farms and processing facilities in advance of the growing, hanaudipgocessing seasons;
8.12.No regulatory action shall be taken against landowners based upon satelétéal imageryand
8.13.That agency orders demding corrective action should allow reasonable time for compliance. At the time of an inspection,
the inspector should be required to leave a signed, dated copy of his report with the owner, or operator, of the inspected
facility.
We support:
9.1. Legislation to amend existing laws to reduce and eliminate burdensome federal regulations;
9.2. The immediate review and revision of existing federal regulations to limit promulgation only to rules that are estiemtial to
protection of human health and public safety;
9.3. Development of an annual comprehensive report to the American people, which should provide a thorough evaluation of t
following:
9.3.1. Effectiveness and efficiency of allderal agencies;
9.3.2. The total cost and impacts of federal regulatory burden on the private sector economy;
9.3.3. The effectiveness of the reduction in risk/threat demonstrated by federal regulatory implementation; and
9.3.4. Nonregulatory options that may be effective alternatives to reduce targeted risk/threat at a lower cost to the private
sector;
9.4. Efforts to streamline the transportation project delivery process to reduce unnecessary timadlethyg:
9.4.1. Simplifying the environmental process for projects with few impacts;
9.4.2. Involving appropriate reviewing agencies early in the process to help expedite overall project schedules; and
9.4.3. Requiring geater coordination among federal reviewing agencies and setting time limits for their review.
9.5. Immediate simplification, improvement, streamlining of, as well as a comprehensive congressional review of the National
Environmental Policy AcNEPA). Such improvements should include requiring the following of federal agencies:
9.5.1. Consideration of economic impacts to areas directly affected by regulations;
9.5.2. Consideration of the cumulative impactsatifregulations proposed;
9.5.3. Compliance by Native American tribes with NERAgardless whether the land is held in trust status by the Bureau
of Indian Affairs;
9.5.4. Details of the time and costs involved in contihgg environmental evaluations (Environmental Assessments and
EIS) should be publicly reported with an agetgyagency accounting breakdown for the resources required for
initial planning of NEP Aactivities; and
9.5.5. A full EIS in accordance with NEP#hen an alternative is chosen and requires further action under a
Aiprogrammatico EI'S. Public comments must be taken o
9.6. More vigorous congressional scrutiny ofeagies to prohibit regulatory agencfesm administering laws, to deter adoption
of agency rules and actions that circumvent statutory intent;
9.7. Meaningful stakeholder representatimnaffected sectors on regulatory boards and commissions as well as a willingness to
override unacceptable agency actions;
9.8. Application of the Department of Defense ethics and conflict of interest policies to all federal regulatorysagencie
9.9. Federal officers recusing themselves from decision making in all circumstances in which they may allow their personal
views to unethically affect their work as public employees;
9.10.The establishment of appropriate provisions, within the power of the federal government, to provide for consequences for
federal officers if they misrepresent facts or sources or lie about matters that impact citizens and businesses;
9.11.The policy that the comment period for federal rules and significant actions be no less than 60 days;
9.12.Federal agencies' ability to purchase “thié-shelf' supplies for purchases of less than $2,500;
9.13.Governnent inspection and enforcement activities being paid for by general revenue funds. Fines imposed by federal
agencies should be credited to the general fund and not be used to further fund that agency;
9.14.Passage of laws that specificallyfide and prohibit the harassment of citizens by federal, state, county or municipal
employees;
9.15.Significant budget cuts and sanctions against government agencies that continue to expand their regulatory authority agal
the will of Congess and the citizens of the United States. Employees of government agencies should be barred from
making unsolicited comments on the proposed changes during a public comment period;
9.16.Repeal of the Federal Civil Penalties Inflatiddjustment Act of 1990;
9.17.Providing an opportunity to remedy any violation of a federal agency rule before the payment of fines, unless the violation
rises to the level of a felony; and
9.18.A means of producer input for all federally appointed positions affecting agriculture.

10. We oppose:

10.1.The EPA arbitrarily imposing penalties on landowners without first identifying the problem and giving the landowner an
opportunity to correct the problem. If there is a difference of opinion concerning the extent of the problem, a reasbnable ai
costeffective appeal process of the EPA decision should be available to the landowner;

10.2.The establishment and/operation of any political advocacy group by federal regulatory agencies

10.3.Any consumer agency or council having any federal authority other than advisory powers;

10.4.Federal regulations on generally accepted agricultural practices;

10.5.The EPA enforcing any new rules or regulations that are being litigated until said legal proceedings are completed;
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10.6. Government departments and agenbiesoming members of the International Union for the Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) or forming public/private partnerships with organizations that are members of the IUCN;

10.7.Use by federal agencies of social media to communicate with thie pblolut proposed rules, other than to notify the public
of the opportunity to submit comments to the Federal Register and to post information published in the Federal Register;
and

10.8.Use by federal agencies of government resources to caioate to the public urging support of regulations while the
agency seeks public comments.

111/ School & Government Food Purchasing Programs

1. School food prograshavehelped to establish proper dietary habits among young people.
2. We support:

2.1. School meals being balanced to provide no less thathintkeof the recommended daily dietary allowances;

2.2. The use of nutritional beverages such as mitigetableand fruit juices;

2.3. Increased use of dairy products and increasing the selection of food products derived from U.S. agriculture.

2.4. Requiring schools to offer all pasteurized fluid milk and milk products, inafuaimole milk, as part of the school lunch
program without losing federal subsidies

2.5. Those school systems which have added fruit and salad bars to their menu choices and encourage other school systems
So;

2.6. Tried andproven menus for school lunches containing fruits, vegetables, bread, meats and milk;

2.7. The recent increase in all fruit and vegetaifferings;

2.8. Expanding the Fresh Fruit and VegetaBtegram to all schools throughout the United States and its territories;

2.9. Incorporating all types and forms of fruits and vegetables domestically grown within the Fresh Fruit and VEgegahie
giving priority to fresh and locally growshen available;

2.10.The use of more U.S. animal and aquaculprsgein and other farm products in the school lunch program;

2.11.Greater flexibility withthe National School Lunch and Breakfast programs to ensure local school districts are able to
determine how to meet the nutritional needs of their students;

2.12.Schools being able to use seasonings and condiments to enhance the flavor of food;

2.13.The donation of agricultural commodities to schools participating in the national school food pangrappose any
efforts to change to cash or letters of credit in lieu of {dr8duced commaodities;

2.14.The use of Ws-produced agricultural commodities and products in school food and nutritional programs and the P.L. 480
exportprogram;

2.15.Full funding for the current pilot program for an international schoaHtysrogram using Americaproduced products;

2.16.The placement of vending machirtbat serve domestic agriculture products in schools;

2.17.USDA Agricultural Marketing Service taking intmnsideration bids for school lunch and other government contracts from
small businesses;

2.18.Improvement in school meals programs;

2.19.Local farmto-schoolprograms; and

2.20.Schools having the discretion of using unused food for programs such aschfief child care, snacks, backpack programs
and food banks.

3. We oppose:
3.1. Mandatory caloric limits and mandatory limits on lean mpaitein and dairy;
3.2. Thel2ounce | imit on milk sold in middle schools and high

Hunger Free Kids Act;
3.3. USDA's reduction of the minimum requirement for red me#ténschool food program
3.4. The inclusion of carbonated soft drinks in the federally funded school lunch program; and
3.5. Any attempt by USDA to substitute yogurt in place of red meat in the kivad program.

112 / States' Rights

1. We support the@rotection and defense of state rights, and state sovereignty over all powers not otherwise enumerated and gran
to the federal government under the 10th Amendment to the Constitution. The federal government must respect state laws and
state agencies.

2. Public functions should be performed by the qualified unit of government closest to the people without coercion by &deninistra
agencies of higher units of governments.

3. All lands within the boundaries of a state, excluding land desigeatedlitaryreserve, shall be subject to the laws and
jurisdiction of the state.

4. We oppose federal legislation which mandates programs unless federal funding for such programs is provided on a continuing
basis through existing state and local agencies.

5. We ask that the county commissioners from each county formally request in writing that the federal government and state
agencies direct their employees to consult with the county govetmmento implementing any laws, statutes, or U.S. codes
which would affect the economy, customs and culture of their county.



INFRASTRUCTURE
125 / Highways

1. We support:

1.1. Increasing the Fedal Highway Trust Fundees to reflect increases in fuel economy and inflatiath additional revenue
directed to the Highway Account of the Federal Highway Trust Foindonstuction and maintenance of roads and brigdges

1.2. Maintaining the separation of the Federal Highway Trust Frord the unified federal budget;

1.3. Revenue collection efforts on thoseetswho do not currently contribute to the Federal Highway Trust uedo
increased mileage standards, electric vehicles or alternative fuels;

1.4. Elimination of the federal highway use tax on farm trucks. Until sutibrais taken, we will support legislation raising the
exemption for trucks from the federal highway use tax from 7,500 to 22,500 miles;

1.5. Harvestseason permits allowing maximum weight limits of 100,000 pounds apply to federal highways except where
additional axles are permitted;

1.6. Requiring federal and state revenue agents checking for fuel tax compliance to obtain owner permission or search warrar
to enter private propertand that all surprise inspectionsdmducted in the public domain;

1.7. U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) to allow axle and gross weight tolerances for the transport of farm products on
interstate highways in states where the tolerances are permitted on state roads;

1.8. The dfort to identify the most significant issues now facing local roads and bradgkarge that recommendations be
developed to deal with these concerns;

1.9. Legislation with continued emphasis on the development ohslacy, farmto-market roads and adequate funding for roads
and maintenance of bridges

1.10.Allowing more flexibility in the use of federal highway construction funds at the state level for the purpose of maintaining
primary and secondary roads;

1.11.Funding for resurfacing, rehabilitating, repairing and reconstructing the nation's interstate highways as many have passed
their designed life span;

1.12.An amendment to the federal highway program to give the pasmmof prime farmland the same standing as the
preservation of parkland, wildlifereserves and similar lands;

1.13.Efforts to bring about greater uniformity and reciprocity among states on truck regulations;

1.14.The provisions of the Highway Beautification Act of 1965 that permit, within reasonable guidelines, the leasing of billboarc
space for advertising purposes and oppose legislation or regulations, which would deny this right. We believe the act shol
beamended to support the FaraterConsumer Direct Marketingct of 1976 by allowing farmers to use roadside signs to
advertise their farm markets opick operations, which sell direct to consumers;

1.15.A comprehensive highway safety program to reduce traffic fatalities, injuries and the destruction of property;

1.16.The uniform interpretation and application of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulatienforcement agencies;

1.17.Flexibility in duty time commercial drivers can operate;

1.18.The relaxation of environmental impact regulations affecting the constnuztifederal, state and county roads and bridges

1.19.Reimbursement from the federal government for the mandates associated with the rule changes to the Federal Highway
Administration's Manual on Unifori@ontrol Devices that became effective in 2008;

1.20.Streamlining the process for permitting, funding, construction of federal aid transportation projects;

1.21.All states adopting the EZ Pass program;

1.22.Efforts toallow low-mileage operations to pay a flat annual fee in lieu of submitting quarterly reports as a means of
complying with the International Fuel Tax Agreement (IFTA);

1.23.Exempting farmers and custom harvesfamsnr e qui r ement s t o obt ai(€DLgwhemmer ci al C
transporting agricultural commodities including forestry products, production inputs, and harvesting equipment between
farms and markets;

1.24.Load securement regulations being based on the best available science to safely transport that particular load;

1.25.DOT subjecting all foreign truck drivers and their trucks to the same safety rules and regulations as domestic drivers and
their trucks;

1.26.The exemption held by states for transportation of hazardous materials by farmers and ranchers;

1.27.Modifying regulations concerning faritensed trucks to facilitate the transportation of farm produce and ssglioss
state lines, including the DOT and Interstate Fuel Tax between federal and state laws and regulations, we support legislat
making state laws the governing authority, where state standards are less stringent than federal,

1.28.Making federal regulations for obtaining a medical card uniform with those for obtaining a CDL;

1.29.The repeal of Title 23, Section 133(d) (2) of the U.S. Code since ten percent of all federal highway use funds are spent for
off-road enhancement;

1.30.Flexibility for states to determine the distribution of federal highway monies among highway projects;

1.31.States' retention of authority to regulate the intrastate hauling of hazardous material and oppose federahpsé#meptio
same. The regulations should account for the special needs of agriculture and their potential cost to farmers;

1.32.Federal legislation to exempt low mileage trucks (15,000 miles per year for agricultural purposes and 5,000ya#es per
for all others) from mandatory pesp inspection to only those carriers operating six or more commercial motor vehicles;




2.

1.33.Allowing farm trucks that are mandated to have annual inspections to be alleaeduail inspections if driveless than
7,500 miles per year;

1.34.Regulatory changes to allow "Farm Vehicle Drivers," as defined in the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regtddimns
exempt from the driver qualifications when transporting materials that require making and placarding, and from-the hours
of-service requirements;

1.35.Exempting partime employees (500 hours or less annually) from the requiramebtain a CDL;

1.36.An exemption for agriculture from federal motor carrier safety regulategesrding:
1.36.1.Displaying of DOT mmbers;
1.36.2.Displaying registered owners' or farm name;
1.36.3.Limiting mileage;
1.36.4.Requiring a medical card for the driver;
1.36.5.Maintaining hours of service; and
1.36.6.Requiring bumpers oand dump farm vehicles;

1.37.Agricultural custom harvestel®ing exempt from having to obtain a Department of Transportation Form E (proof of
insurance form);

1.38.Changing theolacard requirement when hauling more than 1,000 gallons, because current DOT rules require any vehicle
carrying more than 119 gallons of fuel in a tank other than the vehicle fuel take to be placard;

1.39.Raising the federal commercial trungiweight threshold to be over 26,000 pounds;

1.40.Increasing the interstate road weight limits for properly equipped vehicles;

1.41.CDL drivers being eligible for defensive driving programs as a means to dismiss traffic tiblegtsh& violation occurs
while operating a neoommercial vehicle;

1.42.Exempting production agriculture from the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations

1.43.Agricultural transportation being considered intrastate comnveinea the following criteria are present:
1.43.1.The vehicle is nofor-hire;
1.43.2. Transportation is from field to market or to anfanm storage facility with subsequent transport to market; and
1.43.3. Transportation is provided by a producer or custom harvester;

1.44.The transportation of farm equipment oreirstate highways if no safe or viable alternative route is available;

1.45.Federal legislation to reverse requirements on<itsdased physicians to submit to training and certification to be eligible
to perform DOT physical examinations fouck drivers;

1.46.Seeking legislation to prevent written warnings from appearing on Compliance, Safety, and Accountability (CSA) reports;
and

1.47.Variances on axle limits for agriculture.

We oppose:

2.1. The enactment of state legislation or regulations that are more stringent than federal requirements governing hadling of n
food items in trucks used to transport food products;

2.2. Toll road construction where federal funds antigare involved,;

2.3. Converting divided highways into interstates if no safe and viable alternate route is available for farm equipment;

2.4. Increasing highway fuel taxdsr deficit reducion purposes;

2.5. Action by Congress or the DOT to impose sanctions or to withhold user taxes or any other federal funds from any state in
attempt to force or coerce states to enact particular laws;

2.6. Any national legislatin to remove safe, older vehicles from highways as a means to reduce energy use;

2.7. Implementation or enforcement of any regulation further limiting the driver's hours of operation or the hours a truck can be
utilized on the nation's highway

2.8. The diversion of highways and utility liné®m public land;

2.9. The DOT mandate for a 3@inute break after 8 hours of driving for livestock haulers, including honeybees;

2.10.The use of federal transportation money used for recreationahntor vehicle infrastructure;

2.11.Mandatory electronic aboard recording devices on commercial vehicles and vehicles transporting agricultural products
which do not recognize or provide for breaks within thenbdir daily service time;

2.12.The mandatory use of digital log books for any commercial vehicle hauling livestock or agriculture products;

2.13.Mandatory CDL for producers arideir employees to transport fuel, chemicals, fertilizer and farm commaodities;

2.14.Lowering of federal weight and length limits;

2.15.The inclusion of agricultural producers in the Unified Carrier Registréti@R) program. We support restoring an
agricultural exemption from the program;

2.16.Requiring a driver possessing a current, valid CDL with a hazmat endorsement and a clean motor vehicle report having tc
reorder a Homelan8ecurityreport when moving to another state;

2.17.The use of road tax monies to fund radstrails initiatives while there is a backlog of maintenance needed on existidg ro
and bridgesand

2.18.Any federal mandate to install speed limiters on commercial vehicles.



126 / Maritime Transportation

1.

2.

3.

4,

There should be no restrictions as to the quantities or vessels on which a commodity is shipped between U.S. portay¢herefore
urge repeal of th@ones ActSince cargo preferencequirements make U.S. farm exports less competitive in world markets, we
oppose legislation or decisions to extend cargo prefeteremey U.S. farm exports.

Until the Jones Acis repealed, we support exempting agricultural commaodities from the Jontsmake shipping of

agricultural commodities within the United States and its territories more competitive.

We believe the subsidy for the U.S. Merchant Masheuld come out of the Department off€rese budget, rather than in the

form of increased freight rates for grain hauled under P.L. 480

We support improved infrastructure at all U.S. ports, including inland seaports, to better facilitadelithg of all sizes of ships.

127 / Railroads

1.

2.

o s

We encourage the railroads to accommodate country elevators by not requiring overly restrictive minimums for trackrlength, ca

numbers, and loadingties. These practices should not result in restricting farmers' access to markets.

The rail industry should take responsibility for protecting areas impacted by rail traffic, by implementing and mairtaining f

guards, maintaining private gradessings, and building and maintaining sufficient fences for the livestock pertinent to the area,

to keep the livestock off the rights of way along rail lines.

We believe that all railroad cars should be equipped with sufficient iridescentahatgratterns so that they will reflect the

lights of a motor vehicle at grade crossings. This requirement should apply to all new cars when placed in service and to all

existing cars when returned to service after maintenance. All railroad locomotitgd bk equipped with fire and spark

arresters and heat warning devices on railroad car wheel bearings operating in the U.S.

We believe that railroad rights of way should be maintained so long as the railroad continues to own the rights of way.

We believe that railroad mergers have resulted in fewer carriers and reduced service for agriculture forcing increaseoh relian

other less efficient and more costly forms of transportation. We support additional oversight of the railroad indlustiyg

any future plans for consolidation. Before any railroad mergers are approved, an operation plan must be developed and agreec

upon to ensure competitive service for agriculture. In addition, we believe the federal government and Congressishotiid

current situation and implement reforms that recognize the needs of U.S. agriculture.

We support:

6.1. Expansion and improvement of the railroad system to reduce fuel consumption, to lessen road maintenance and to lower
cost ofshipping agricultural products and supplies;

6.2. Promoting competition in the rail industry;

6.3. Open access ruleghere there is a lack of competition;

6.4. Elimination of monopolypricing that affects captive shippers, including the removal of "paper" and "steel" barriers;

6.5. Giving greater ratenaking flexibility to rail carriers to permit more competitive operations; but sufficient regulatory
authority must be retained togtect captive shippers against monopuiiging;

6.6. Elimination of discriminatory railroad rates between geographic areas of the country. We ask that rates be based on weig}
volume and distance on a uniform basis for all regions;

6.7. Carriers not being permitted to easily abandon existing branchtiaeserve agricultural producers;

6.8. Decreasing the time between the Surface Transportation B8aR) declaring a railroad abandoned and a property owner's
right to regain ownership of his property;

6.9. Facilitating the sale of branch linedich otherwise might be abandoned;

6.10.Providing thain the case of abandonments or smaifroad use, the current owner of the tract of land from which the
railroad rightof-way was obtained be given the right of first refusal, including mineral rights, on the basis of the fair market
value of comparablerpperty. If the current owner fails to exercise such option, other owners adjacent to tod-viglyt
will be offered the next right of first refusal;

6.11.Refinements of the Staggers Rail Aatprovide reasonable joint ratand switching rules in order to promote the most
efficient movement of commodities among different rail service areas;

6.12.Congress repealing the Federal Employer's Liability Act and require all railroad workers to be covered by worker's
compensatio;

6.13.Expansion and upgrade of existing shortline and regional railroads to provide better service options for farm shippers;

6.14.The rail line improvements and expansions proposed by the Dakota, Minnesota and Eastern (DM&E) railroad on the
exiging corridor to ensure increased options in the movement of agricultural commodities;

6.15.Legislation requiring full disclosure of the railroad grain transportation bidding process to the individuals who pairticipate
the process after all bids halveen made and rail cars have been allocated,;

6.16.A provision that will allow the Surface Transportation Bqgand petition of a state, to declare all or part of a state tmbe a
area of inadequate rail competition, with special rail customer remedies that would apply in such areas;

6.17.Legislation to exempt private, farm railroad crossings, used for the purposes of agricultural production, from, user fees
maintenance charges and liability insurance requirements;

6.18.Legislation to prevent railroads from closing crossings if the crossing is the only access a landowner or farmer has to the
property, or if the closure adverselffects the farm operations;

6.19.Publishing railroad emergency contact numbers in all local phonebooks, along rail lines and giving them to local emergen:
personnel in the event of a trainelated emergency. Those numbers should be dtaffd operational 24/7; and



6.20.Increasing the fine for railroad companies that obstruct a highway, street or navigable stream.
7. We oppose:
7.1. The nationalization of railroads;
7.2. The diversiorof railroad earnings to holding companies or-naitroad businesses at the expense of a viable railroad;
7.3. Parallel mergers of rail systems and the granting of railroad abandonments which tend to lessen potential transportation
competition and
7.4. The merger of railroad companies with barge companies.
8. High Speed Raill
8.1. If these five criteria are not met, we oppose kigked rail:
8.1.1. Due consideration has been given to all devieg rail technologies and industries;
8.1.2. The proposed rail system is capable of using or locating on existing highway or railroad rights of way;
8.1.3. The proposed rail system will serve both rural and metropolitan coahtieg its route;
8.1.4. Access across such routes is maintained for vehicular traffic; and
8.1.5. High-speed rail must be sedtipporting with no federal, state or local funds of any kind or tax incentives.

128 / Transportation

1. We support development of a longnge national transportation polithat views tragportation as a holistic system servicing the
needs of both passengers and freight across all modes and recognizes the importance of connectivity between modes. It shou
encourage exploration of public/private partnerships and be designed to suppdrt@igbetitiveness while developing the most
economical and energy efficient methods of meeting future transportation needs.

2. We support more allocation of funds for the maintenance and improvement of our transportation infrastructure, including:
2.1. The lock and dam system and waterways;

2.2. Rural highways;

2.3. Railroad systems;

2.4. Farmto-market roads; and
2.5. Pipelines.

3. The federal government should stop making policy on the assessment and taxasiospafrtation property or any other
property. This is a state and local matter and should remain at that level.

4. The role of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in transportation and food distribution should be redéfined an
strenghened to monitor the agricultural transportation situation and provide educational assistance to independent, owner
operator truckers.

5. The unique characteristics of agricultural transportation warrant distinction between state and federalfegugadimhs. We
oppose repeal of existing statutory and regulatory exemptions.

6. We recommend that the manufacturers of diesel engines list their requirements of lubricity for low sulfur dieaabftieht
manufacturers of low sulfur diesel add a lubricity package that exceeds these requirements.

7. The English languagegertification for a foreign pilot operating a commercial aircraft in the United States should be imprdved an
strengthened.

8. We recommend that diesel particuléiteers not be required on farm equipment due to the high temperatures involved in the
function of these filters and the fire hazard they cause in the areas where thiseedispoperated.

9. We support repealing the Real ID Act of 2005.

10. We recommend the maximum driving andtone-duty-exemption for agriculture be increased to a 200valie radius.

11. We oppose:
11.1.Legislation that would mandaéxcessive increases in Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards (CAFE) for new cars,

trucksand vans;
11.2.The adoption of vehicle emission standards or the regulation of the carbon intensity of transportation fuels if they have a
long-term, negative impact on the production and use of renewable fuels or an adverse economic impact on agriculture;
11.3.Any changes in the CAFE standards that reduce the availability and increase the cost;of trucks
11.4.Using the metid systermin our public highway mileage signs;
11.5.Further action to change fuel standards or tax provisions on fuel at the expense of equipment performance; however, we
support the improvement and enforcement of expanded fuktyoprad performance standards;
11.6.Any mandate by the Environmental Protection AgefiyA) that restricts fuel economy standards for small trtekise
same level as automobiles;
11.7.Emission controls on farm vehicles that are used primarily on the farm;
11.8.EPA requirements for retrofittingngines to meet new reduced emissitasdards;
119EPAG6s ban on s alequipmentfto rerat foeedspartmeritst i t ar vy
11.10.Department of Transportation (DOT) implementing regulationsipdarestrictions on any food product being distributed
on common carriers such as airlines without solid scientific evidence that such restrictions are necessary to prevent a
significant risk to the public at large;
11.11 Federal agencies cliog state and U.S. highways to disallow commerce; and
11.12.The federal mandated transportation potitgt limits speed of commercial vehicles to a lower speed than the ppststl s
limit.
1c
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135/ Farm Labor

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

We should work with agricultural employers in the various states and regions to:

1.1. Improve farm labomanagementelations; and

1.2. Increase productivity of farm labor.

We uphold the right of farm workers to decline union membership based on their own convictions.

Each state should have the right to decide whether agricultural employmentishdutdight under the National Labor Relations

Act and we favor legislation to provide such an option.

Where federal regulations require new or remodeled housing for migrant farm workenstdmsgt financing should be made

available. To encouge the construction of affordable farm worker housprgvisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act

(ADA) should be modified so that only a reasonable percentage of such a housing project must be made accessiblditp the mot

impaired. The federal, state and county agencies which enforce employee housing laws should designate among themselves t

one agency to be the lead and exclusive agency to enforce those laws in each county; preferably, that agency showt be the m

local one.

We favor legislation to amend the Farmers Home Administration Act to per# Workers to be housed in USDassisted

migrant housing.

In a closely held corporation, partnership, sole proprietorship giihidbility company, or any other business entity, members of

the familyfamilies should be exempt from the Fair Labor Standard¢fAc$A), Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker

Protection Act (MSPA), unemploymeobmpensation laws and Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA).

When a farmer is engaged in the processing, handgiancking or storing of perishable produgtswn on his own farm and the

perishable productsf other farmers, the operation should be classified as "agriculture," provided that a minimum of BOgferce

the total output of such processing plant is grown on his own farm.

We ask the Department of Labor (DOL) to change its interpretations so as to clarify that persons employed on fevomlyear

by the same employer are not considered teeheanal employees under MSPA.

We support increased transparency of the investigation practices by the DOL, including full disclosure of DOL policies,

guidelines, and operating procedures such as those found in the Field Operations HandboolOWihetifiBs a producer of

apparent wage and hour violations, the department must inform the producer that its requests are strictly voluntary, must

accurately represent its legal authority and the rights of the producer, and must provide to the ptodiareradion it relied on

to determine the alleged violations. DOL should cite the producer only for violations that investigators actually obderved an

proved, not ones based on the department's belief or conjecture or made subjectively or stétysbeallyDOL should seek

"hot goods" orders only when a producer has demonstrated repeated and willful violations and lack of cooperation with DOL. Ir

such cases, the federal government must not contact the producer's customers unless the departesy basuabd the

necessary court orders. We call for the repeal of BLOLG6S

We recommend that, when a complaint has been registered with the Federal Wage and Hour Diviisiastitegors be

required to list the complaint with the farmer along with the name of the persons registering the complaint; and that the

investigation be limited to the area of the complaint.

We call for repeal or major revision of the privaight of action under Section 504 of the MSPA. However, we will continue to

assist in the defense of the term "intentional” in that section to mean a conscious or deliberate act.

We encourage agencies that perform labor housing inspections,igctod DOL wage and hour division, to work with growers

in providing safe housing, or camps, and to allow them to correct problem areas in a timely manner before imposing fines.

We recommend that once farm worker houstimspected and licensed by the appropriate state agency and then occupied, the

DOL may not enter the dwellings without the employee's permission and proper notification to the owner of the farm.

In instances in which fines are assessed, sheyld be based on a fine structure that is publicly available. The basis for the

specific fine or assessmestiould be made immediately to the grower, as well as a citation of the applicable regulation and the

specfic deficiency.

We urge that federal requirements for employer reporting of newly hired employees be changed to exclude tempgayary, day

day employees from reporting requirements.

We support:

16.1.The standardization of the definiti@f agriculture and farm work for all state/federal lalelated legislation to include the
work activity described by the North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS), code 11. The NAICS code
reflects modern agriculture practices and is needuby the agricultural census and the National Institute of Occupational
Safety and Health because the description more accurately reflects current agricultural organizational structures;

16.2.Retention of the present familgrm exempbn from the child laboprovisions of the FLSAegardless of business structure
where members of the famifgmilies areowners, including a closely held corporation, partnership, sole proprietorship,
limited liability company or any other business entity;

16.3.Del eting the | anguage fior causes to be usedo f00a)ym t he

16.4.Enforcement of federal child labtaws designed to prevent underage children from working in all industries. We support
existing FLSAprovisions, which specify and provide opportunities for young people of the proper age to perform certain
agriculture jobs;

16.5.The familyfarm exemption in MSPA and oppose anyéf to restrict its application;

11



16.6.Changes in the Worker Protection Standard (WPS) so posting of field entrances does not unduly alarm consumers about
use of crop protection products. We request significant research and data can be pradidad sesious flaws with the
present regulation;
16.7.EPA withdrawing the WPS of November 2015 in favor of the previous WPS rule;
16.8.Changes to worker protections under the WPS should be based on current scientifically or medically subdtdataatdd
reflect current pesticide labeling
169.El i mi nating from the WPS the existing pr oswpesific pesticider ant i
data. Any access topseshntatavbgondbsesubgdabedrestricted
exposure of the worker who authorized access and the @
to anyone other than the worker;
16.10.Thefreedom to use farm labor contractors in the recruitment and management of migrant seasonal and day haul farm lat
The labor contractor should be recognized as the sole employer of said labor force;
16.11.Allowing the use of housing that meets Fed&mergency Management Agen@EMA) standards for qualified seasonal
and agricultural visavorkers;
16.12.Increased funding to continue and expéme Migrant and Seasonal Head Start Program; and
16.13.Employers and workers being free to negotiate piece rate or any other perferaratioe senioritypased wage system as
long as the worker and employer negotiate a performance and/orityebased wage, that wage shall include time spent
during rest breaks, moving from job to job, clean up and any other nonproductive time.

17. We oppose:

17.1.A national agricultural labor board;

17.2.The expansionfahe Agricultural Hazardous Occupations Orders by the DOL;

17.3.Unauthorized entry into any facilities including, but not limited to, worker housing units, barns, accessory buildings, and
fields by agents of the U.S. government;

17.4.Requiring employers to pay employee travel and related expenses from the employee's permanent residence to the
employer's place of business, except as may be required under a temporary foreign workeriprogieimthe farmer is
voluntarily participating;

17.5.Any regulations requiring farmers to pay wages to farm workers during travel time from their residence to place of work;
and

17.6.Policy requiring agricultural employers to pay more than an average wage rate prevailing in a particular agricultural
occupation and region.

136 / GeneralLabor Issues

1.

2.

12

We support enactment of laws that would mandate specific penalties for unions, union members and public employees who

engage in illegal strikegnd prohibit the use of amnesty in such situations.

A high standard of living is possible only through high productivity. We oppose work slowdownswodkdeatherbedding

and impediments to the use of new technology that increases labor productivity. We believe service organizations should be

exempt fom federal laws requiring that employees involved in any of their rehabilitation programs be paid standard minimum

wage

We support:

3.1. Retention of Section 14(b) of the National Labor Relations Act (NL&#) extension of the righib-work in additional
states as a part of the goal to abolish compulsory membership in labor unions;

3.2. Amendments to the NLRA to extend and protect the rights of individualesedgainst abuses by both management and
labor;

3.3. The guarantee of the right of a secret ballot for all union votes;

3.4. Repeal of the DaviBacon Act. Until repeal is achieved, we support an amendment to the Baoos Act which would
allow rural municipalities to bid public works projects without adherence to the prevailing wage rate clause;

3.5. Legislation to amend appropriate antitrust laws to further limit the antitrust immunity of labor unions;

3.6. Federal legislation that engrages states to provide basic systems of minimum workers' compensation benefits following
the wagedoss concept for workonnected disabilities. Such federal legislation should also encourage states to improve stat
statutes without infringing on theirgtits to enact and administer their own systems of workers' compensation benefits;

3.7. Clear definitions of workers' compensation coverage for temporary agricultural workers;

3.8. Legislation to permit class action suits against unions to recmaercial losses incurred by third parties because of a strike;

3.9. Employers subjected to accusations from regulatory agencies or commissions, such as the Equal Employment Opportunit
Commission, are guaranteed the right to due process;

3.10.Amendments to the Equal Employment Opportunity Act and modifications of enforcement procedures to increase
exemptions for small businesses and privately held faroifcerns;

3.11.Legislation and or legal remedy that would decree that statéoaal government employees are not subject to Fair Labor
Standards ActFLSA) wage and overtime provisions;

3.12.A minimum wagedifferential for youth;

3.13.Maximum opportunities for youth to work on farms;



3.14.Legislation to outlaw strikesf vital public services including transportation and food processing and provide instead for
mediation and compulsory arbitratioiWe favor stronger federal laws that would prevent labor unions from refusingito loa
farm commaodities;
3.15.Invocation of the TafHartley Actwhen a strike has a regional economic impact;
3.16.Granting state governors Taftartley powers currently reserved for the president, including the ability teenersvboard
of inquiry and start the Taftlartley process whenever a port labor dispute is causing economic harm. Once that board
reports, governors could petition federal courts to enjoin slowdowns, strikeskouts at prts in their states. We support
explicitly including slowdowns as a trigger for T-&ftartley powers;
3.17.Legislation to outlaw the use of any union dues exacted from union shop contracts or agency shop contracts in any form
including inkind servicesfor political campaigns
3.18.Action to prohibit strikers from receiving unemployment compensation or wédéarefits;
3.19.Greater use of legal approaches in reducing the abuse ef ppgvabor unions;
3.20.Repeal of provisions of the Trade Adjustment Assistance which authorizes cash and other aid for workers who lose their
jobs or have work hours shortened due to imports;
3.21.Amending the Hobbs Anftxtortion Act to include jurisdiction over violence and other coercive actions by labor unions
and/or their agents;
3.22. Raising the mailay exemption in the FLS#or agicultural employers up to 75Mandays;
3.23.Retention of the agricultural exemption from the overtime requirements of the; FLSA
3.24.Amending the=LSA to provide compensatory time (in lieu of overtime pay) for employees in the private sector;
3.25.Changing the definition of agriculture in the FL&AInclude forestry and logging, darm retail operations, handling
products from other farms, consolidation of product from other farms,-eaaldedprocessing, fenenting, and all aspects
of equineactivities;
3.26.Increasing the minimum base level to $2,000 per employee before Federal Insurance Contributions Act payroll tax
withholding is required,;
3.27.An amendment to the 1986 ImmigratiBeform and Control Act to exempt immediate faniiigluding children of an
employer from the documentation requirement;
3.28.Amending FLSAto allow volunteerism on farms and ranches; and
329Requiring seven days6 advanced notice, provided in wri
We oppose:
4.1. Repeal of the public employment exemption in NLRA and vigorously oppose any law at the state or national level that
would force any public employee to join, or pay dues to, a union in order to work for the taxpayers;
4.2. Any major changes in the NLRA that would increase the size of the National Labor Relations Board (NLRB) or in any way
tilt this Act in favor of unions and against management;
4.3. The taxation for unemployment insurance of corporate officeasfamily corporation who are unable to collect
unemployment compensation;
4.4. Efforts to provide full employment at taxpayers' expense. Such programs impair the free enterprise system and would be |
burdensomexpense;
4.5. The use of public funds for grants to labor organizations or their affiliates to bolster the financial position of swchrunion
aid their organizing efforts in any way. We should continue efforts to halt such grants, te initedtigation of existing
grants, to take every feasible action to nullify any grants made or used illegally, and to take every feasible actimt to prev
additional grants;
4.6. Efforts to move to a nationally standardized shorter work week
4.7. Legislation that would mandate health insuratacke provided by employers;
4.8. Efforts to extend the Familgnd Medical Leave Act to employers not covered undecuhent law;
4.9. Mandating earned sick leave for employees;
4.10.An increase in the minimum wag@ad indexing of the minimum wagéhen believed to be inflationary;
4.11.Any legislation that would ban the permanent replacement of striking workers;
4.12.Congressional efforts to void states' risbiwork laws;
4.13.An overtime premium hourly rate to be guaranteed through a federal mandate;
4.14.Boycotts in any form, including common situs picketing; and
4.15.Raising the salary threshold for employees who are eligible to receive overtime pay.
Unemployment Compensation Laws
5.1. We support:
5.1.1. Unemployment insurance benefits be unavailable to any claimant who cannot be verified able to work and actively
seeking work;
5.1.2. Exempting wages of patime farm laboers who are 16 years old and under, setitarens, familymembers and
full-time students from the requirements of the Federal Unemployment Compensation Tax Act;
5.1.3. A oneweek waiting period before qualifying for benefits;
5.1.4. Theextension of current Registration and Seeking Work Waiver fromdagtavaiver to a 1-2veek waiver for
agriculture;
5.1.5. Unemployment benefits being limited to 26 weeks;
5.1.6. Employees contributing a percentage of their wagesaahemployment insurance fund;



5.2.

5.1.7. Increased incentives for unemployment compensation recipients to take available jobs and that the job search
requirement be initiated at the beginning of benefits;

5.1.8. Reviewing reciprocahgreements for unemployment payments among all states to reduce payment of ineligible
claims;

5.1.9. All workers (including H2A workers) who are ineligible to receive unemployment benefits being excluded from the
federal uemployment tax base;

5.1.10.Increasing the threshold level of agricultural coverage from $20,000 of wages paid in any calendar quarter to
$50,000 to reflect wage inflation that has occurred since the enactment of agricultural coverage tamel ithdexed
in the future to adjust for inflation;

5.1.11.Increasing the agricultural threshold coverage for multiple employees from 10 or more persons during any portion «
20 or more weeks of the year to a level of 15 or more persons faoaiign of 30 weeks of the year;

5.1.12.Employers being liable only in the calendar year in which they exceed the threshold level in any calendar quarter ir
that year;

5.1.13.Claims made under the Interstate Agreement for the CongpaiikVage Credit not being charged to the involved
employer until basis for the claim is verified; and

5.1.14.Efforts to reform the unemployment compensation laws so as to reducaff@diing the cost of this pramn
under better control.

We oppose:

5.2.1. Further extension of the unemployment compensation program to agricultural employees; and

5.2.2. The payment of unemployment benefits to seasonal labor employees.

137 / Immigration

1. General Immigration

14

1.1
1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

Effective enforcement of all immigration laws and borseeurity is a responsibility of the federal government.

U.S. immigration policy must recognize that agriculture relies on immigrant &bibre jobs are arduous, often seasonal

and migratory.

We mus confront the problem of illegal immigration directly and comprehensively, but traditional law enforcement and

immigration measures alone will not suffice. We support enforcement of immigration laws to deter the employment of

unauthorized workers.

We support abolishment of the 66,000 annual cap-@BMisas to assist agricultural processors that use BB tsa

program:
1.4.1. An H-2B returning worker exemption, seasonal cap waivers, executive orders or actions by the secretary of
Homeland Security will be sought and supported until such time that the annual cap is completely abolished.
Any federal mandate on employers to lempent EVerify must:
1.5.1. Include an employment eligibility verification system which is simple, conclusive, and timely;
1.5.2. Provide an affirmative defense for employers acting in good faith;
1.5.3. Allow for status adjustmertdf workers not authorized prior to implementation; and
1.5.4. Be preceded by full implementation of a usable agricultural worker program
We support:
1.6.1. The reform ofexisting migrant labolaws to be more farmdriendly;
1.6.2. Permitting experienced visa and undocumented agricultural workers who are employed in agriculture prior to bill
introduction the opportunity to earn permanent legaustgrovided the process for applying for such status:
1.6.2.1Provides a waiver from inadmissibility;
1.6.2.2Offers these workers sufficient incentives to come forward but does not provide them with an unfair
advantage over other applicants;

1.6.2.3Does not penalize the employer when a worker comes forward;

1.6.2.4Enables agricultural employers to retain their experienced workforce while transitioning into a new worker
program;

1.6.2.5Deters future illegal immigration and otherwise improves hamekecurity; and

1.6.2.60ffers an incentive to workers who obtain permanent legal status through agriculture to stay in agriculture.
1.6.3. Replacement of work authorization documents with taangsgistant, machine readable documents that include
biometric identifiers;
1.6.4. Legislation to strengthen the present immigration and naturalization laws of the United States and to especially
address the following subjects:
1.6.4.1Political asylunrules $iould be more narrowly defined to exclude frivolous requests and to provide for a
more expedient determination as to the legitimacy of the request;

1.6.4.2Undocumented or unauthorized persons should not be eligible for any of our social prelfpeans,
including housing, fuel, education and health benefits;

1.6.4.3Any foreign national testing positive for a communicable disease should not be admitted into the United
States; and

1.6.4.4Non-citizens convicted of a fehy should be deported immediately after serving any prison time imposed on
them.



1.7.

1.6.5. The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and the Department of Justice (DOJ) conducting its enforcement
activities with respect to civil rightsn a humane manner and with minimal disruption to agricultural business;
1.6.6. Just compensation to owners for any damages done to property or business during DHS enforcement activities;
1.6.7. Preventing workes found to be undocumented or unauthorized persons from continuing to occupy grower's housing
unless provided with immediate work authorization;

1.6.8. Action to provide for the unification of immediate families under the 1986 Immigr&edarm and Control Act
(IRCA), so that the act or the regulations do not require the breakup of immediate families;

1.6.9. Repealing of the employer sanctions clalisaployers should not be held liable for datming the legal or illegal
status of employees;

1.6.10.A safe harbor provision for employers who have formally hired or are hiring workers who are permitted under
Deferred Action against Childhood Arrivals (DACA) and future related executtena

1.6.11.Federal agencies being liable for any and all costs related to illegal immigration incurred by state, county and
municipal governments including detaining an illegal immigrant while awaiting processing and/or deportation and
costsincurred by individuals for personal and property damages;

1.6.12.DHS developing clear, legal guidelines for Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and for U.S Fadnaler
when entering private property and advising empiewé such guidelines;

1.6.13.ICE being required to contact employers immediately following farm enforcement measures when employees are
taken from businesses so that employers and families are informed;

1.6.14.The U.S. State Departmeincreasing funding and personnel to handle the peak period for visa demand thus
reducing worker delays;

1.6.15.The development of a special visa, green carcitizenshigfor farmeis immigrating, or those who have immigrated
to the U.S. Specifically, we recommend changes to existing laws and E2 visa requirements to better reflect and
support farm family businesses;

1.6.16.Unaccompanied minors who enter the United Stélieggaily should be treated under the same laws as adults
entering the country illegally;

1.6.17.The United States Department of Labor resurveying the average labor wage for agricultural workers in order to mo
accurately reflect the local pagttes and ease the financial strain on agricultural producers due to an overinflated
Adverse Effect Wage Rate required by2 provisions; and

1.6.18.The denial of federal funds to sanctuary cities.

We oppose:

1.7.1. Any efforts to repeal the open agricultural field search warrant provision of IRCA,;

1.7.2. The counting of undocumented or unauthorized persons in the U.S. Census relative to redistricting; and

1.7.3. Sanctuary counties, cities asthtes

Agricultural Visa Program

2.1

2.2,

2.3.

2.4,

2.5,

2.6.

2.7.

2.8.

2.9,

We support establishing a new agriculture visa that is portablel(por by contract and that also deals with ag sectors that
need yearound workers.

We supporgn agricultural worker programith requirements and fees that are not more stringent for one sector of
agriculture than another.

We support amending the Migrant aBdasonal Worker Protection Act (MSPA) and th@AlAct to require that court
jurisdiction fall with the state and/or country where the alleged violation occurred.

We recommend that DOL work quickly and judiciously to provide guidancete kabor departments and settle disputes
regarding the FRA Program to make it very clear that the federal government has oversight and final determination in all
areas of the F2A Program.

We support improved training for employersutaderstand and better use th@ A program, and provide better information

for new users to the program.

The DOL should provide appropriate oversight for state labor departments to ensurfapplications are processed at

the statdevel in a timely and impartial manner.

We recommend that resident aliens with work permits be allowed to work on as many different farms as needed each yea
i.e., they should not be restricted to one farm or one employer, but someeinaytéd to the agricultural sector for a

temporary period of time.

We support amending the-2A program to allow workers to work for other farmers as long as a transfer is approved by the
original contracting employer.

A state employment agency should be required to verify employment eligibility before making any referral to an employer.

2.10.We support changes to policy in order to reduce ##AHvaiting period because lack of local labor interest and to

eliminate the newspaper advertising requirement.

2.11.We support a worker program that:

2.11.1.Addresses agriculture's unique needs, which may change suddenly with weather, global market realities, contract
enforceability or othevariables beyond the grower's control;

2.11.2.1s simplified and costompetitive to make their employment more feasible for perishable crops;

2.11.3.Provides workers, including commercial fishiagd fish dock workers, with a visa that lasts at least three years and
is renewable multiple times;



2.11.4.0Offers an opportunity, and provides a waiver from inadmissibility, to interested agricultural workers who were
unlawfully present and working in agriculture prior to introduction of legislation but are otherwise admissible under
the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA);

2.11.5. Allows the worker to maintain their current residency while obtaining a workwitbaut a requirement of
returning to their country of origjn

2.11.6.Eliminates excessive or duplicative bureaucracy and unnecessary red tape;

2.11.7.Reduces domestic recruitmentsts)

2.11.8.Allows U.S. farmers to hire qualified migratory and domestic workers;

2.11.9.Includes appropriate provisions for foreign commuter workdrs return to a residence in their home country

nightly or weekly;

2.11.10. Establishes an ombudsman to resolve disputes among immigration service, employers and workers;

2.11.11. Includes timely certification determination to ensure employers adequate time to bring workers to a job
site;

2.11.12. Includes the broadest possible definition of agriculture;

2.11.13. Provides the option of a housing allowance, in lieu of housing;

2.11.14. Provides for an exemption from any contract employment guarantee in the edseezfe or other
emergency catastrophic event;

2.11.15. Is administered by USDA

2.11.16. Allows cooperating farmers to make a joint application for workers. These workers would be allowed to
move from one cooperating farim another during the workers' contract period, without shared liability;

2.11.17. Includes data from current and previou2A employers in the F2A prevailing practices survey;

2.11.18. Automatically increases the number of availab#asg (to avoid crop losses) if the visa limit is reached,
should a future agricultural visa program cap the number of available visas;

2.11.19. Includes forestry; and

2.11.20. Provides an online format to expedite the exchangefafmation between the producer and government
agencies.

2.12.We oppose:

2.12.1.Requiring agricultural employers to pay more than an average wage rate prevailing in a particular agricultural
occupation and region, if required taypabove the Fair Labor Standards &etSA) minimum;

2.12.2.Requiring employers togy local youth workers the same wages as @RAHbr visa worker under a new agricultural
visa program for doing the same job;

2.12.3.Requiring housing or transportation, or the hiring of domestic workers after the contract period has begn; hous
or transportation may be encouraged with tax credits;

2.12.4.Requiring topay such cost until at least half of the contract period is complete and unless the costs primarily benefi
the employer;

2.12.5.Limiting the number of temgrary worker visas, or guaranteeing payment of any fraction of a worker's pay for work
that has not been performed;

2.12.6.Expanding the Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act to employers of agricultural temporary
workers orotherwise providing those workers with a private right of action, whether expressed or implied, in state or
federal court; and

2.12.7.Applying any labor law that does not currently apply t@A visa workers.

138/ Legal Services Corporation

1.

1€

We call for major reform of the Legal Services Act of 1974. We are not opposed to a reasonable program to provide legal
assistance for the socially disadvantaged. To achieve major reform of the prognaith week with other groups, both inside
and outside agriculture, to mount a myigiar legislative effort for that purpose.

We will:

2.1

2.2,

Continue to support efforts to defund the special programs that have been funded by Congressearttidissnginds to

direct delivery of services to poor people;

Support efforts to bring about other reforms on an interim basis, including but not limited to:

2.2.1. An amendment to the Legal Services Act to permit individual citizens or grodis $uit against the Legal Services
Corporation(LSC) and its grantees or contractors and to seek damages where Legal Services lawyers or LSC grour
have operated in violation of the law;

2.2.2. An amendment to regw LSC groups and their staff attorneys to make a good faith effort to get the employer and the
complaining employee or employees in a faméace meeting for the purpose of resolving problems before a lawsuit
is threatened or filed;

2.2.3. An amendmento either prohibit LSC attorneys and groups from filing for or receiving court and legal costs from
defendants;

2.2.4. An amendment to say: "Legal Services Corporatisrmattorney(s) or group(s), shall have to payrtoosts for any
suits that they initiate and lose;" and

2.2.5. An amendment to prohibit lobbying by subgrantees of LSC grantees;



3.

4,

2.3. Support the development of organized ways, such as mediation, of settling problems betwekuarabeimployers and
their employees to avoid costly lawsuits;

2.4. Support the development and promotion of a training program among agricultural employers to:
2.4.1. Make them more aware of the labor laws and regulatiffesting agricultural employment; and
2.4.2. Assist them in developing an effective labbanagement relations program on their farms and ranches;

2.5. Assist farmers in becoming better informed about the LSC program and to bexseavolved in the operation of local
LSC groups.

We support:

3.1. Making LSC and its grantees accountable to the executive branch;

3.2. The U.S. government ceasing to provide federal funding to Farm Workgas $ervicesand

3.3. The principle that any action brought by the LSC against farmers be considered in the court of jurisdiction where the farm
located.

We oppose:

4.1. Funding LSC grantees with interest on Lawyers Trust Accounts;

4.2. Giving LSC grantees the right to represent agricultural workers who are not legally or physically present in the United
States; and

43. Legal services case workers going to a farmerdés field

139 / Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)

1.

2.

10.
11.

We support an exemption for production agltigre operations with 50 or fewer employees from Occupational Safietyiealth
Act (OSHA) regulations.

Employers who violate the law should be given a warning and training for the first violation and be gipeocess of law as
allowed under the Constitution instead of instant fines.

We call upon OSHAo repeal its farm labdrousing regulations, since such housing is not a workplace. &partnent of Labor
(DOL) should not have two different regulators regulating the same housing.

OSHA should not issue any regulation unless there is an actual threat to the health araf eafptgyees.

We support the use of voluntary programs to reduce injuries in the workplace.

We will continue to work with federal agencies and with various saietyps in the development of reasonable safety
regulations affecting farmers.

We will provide leadership in the development of reasonable and responsibleasgfédyions at the national level.

We believe that OSHA standard for grain@atorss unworkable for existing small country elevatarsl we favor a more
workable standard or exemption for such elevators

We call upon the secretary of laldorrevise the Hazardous Materials Communication Standard to eliminate duplicate and
overlapping regulations with the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) farm worker pesticide protegctiations.

We urge EPA and OSH#® employ persons with agricultural expertise.

We oppose:

11.1.Giving OSHA|urisdiction over criminal penalties for any OSHhother laboregulation violation; and

11.2.The imposition of ergonomic standams the agricultural industry, including farm processing and packing opegation

MISCELLANEOUS

145 / Agricultural Education

1.

2.

3.

High school career and technical educapoograms for agriculture and the National FBAganization are vitgbrograms for

development of the talent and leadership needed in farming and agricultural service industries.

We urge the U.S. Department of Education to retain the two professional staff positions, including the Nati@atlisdtAin

the Office of Career, Technical and Adult Education and.FH#ese positions should be maintained at the current grade level,

receive the necessary support for current functions and responsibilities, and be filled by individigssipgshe knowledge,

experience and skills to provide leadership in Agricultural Educatioh~FA

We support:

3.1. Agricultural Educatiorand FFAPrograms, and will work to help ensure scientifically basedsmighce education, and a
strong National FFADrganization;

3.2. Anincreasern federal funding and necessary personnel for the creation of new programs in communities not yet served by
agricultural educatioand FFAand maintaining the quality and higkrformance of current programs that provide personal,
academic and career education in agriculture;

3.3. Opportunities for children from public, private, charter and home schmfdsm local FFAchapters;

3.4. School districts to revise their agricultural curriculum to a level where credits in agricultural courses can be utilized as
science credits; and

3.5. Postsecondary educational institutions to accept these agricultural courds aestience credits.

146 / Career and Technical Education

1.

State and local groups should retain primary responsibility for career progradrtechnical educatigmograms.



2. We support:

2.1. Career and technical educatiamd posthigh school job training and retraining for youth and adults seeking jobs in farming,
ranching and logging;

2.2. The eligibility of farmers and ranchers to participate in existing governfoaded retraining programs

2.3. Federal funding at current or higher levels for career and technical edyication

2.4. Expansion of farm business management educatidrproduction and financial benchmarking programs as part of adult
education

2.5. Career and technical educatiorthe G.I. Bill, including an agriculture internship option; and

2.6. Continued federal funding and appropriations for agricultural educaitbin public schools via the Carl D. Perkins
Vocational and Technical Educatiét.

147 / Census and Survey Data Collection

1. We believe:

1.1. Government agencies have the right to collect fundamental data on population counts for itsurpoesesThis data
would include the names of individuals residing at the residence, the number of people residing at the residence, and the
year of birth of people residing at the residence; and

1.2. Any information requested in addition to this data mustdiantarily given by the individuals.

2. We oppose:

2.1. The American Community Survdgom the U.S. Department of Commerce because it aggressively and unnecessarily
invades individual privacy with its data collection efforts;

2.2. The use of fines to coerce citizens to submit to intrusive, mandatory personal data collection efforts by the federal
government; and

2.3. The use of statistical formulas or estimates in cetetisg

148 / Cooperatives

1. Agricultural cooperatives being farmer owned and controlled and be based upon the principles of our private competitive
enterprise system.

2. We oppose any attempt tepeal or weaken the Cappéolstead Act Antitrust suis should not be used to dilute the bargaining
power of farmer cooperatives.

3. Perishable Agricultural Commaodities Act requirements should apply to cooperatives that do business on cash basis with
nonmembers.

4. We support:
4.1. Legal, regulatory and tax codes to encourage the proliferation of fanmmexd closed cooperatis¢hat produce value

addedproducts; and

4.2. Allowing cooperatives to keep dividends from deceased members after trying to locate heirs for five years.

149 / Definition of Agriculture

1. We support:
1.1. A uniform definition of agriculture which includes use of natural resources in the production of all plants (agronomic and
horticultural), aquatic species (aquaculture), $tme(silviculturg, animal (including equine), fungi, beekeeping (apiculture)
and all related production activities; and
1.2. Agritourismdef i ned as a fiworking far m, ranch or ag
income for the owner o be considered as a vVvia
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150 / Education

1. Ag in the Classroom
1.1. Agriculture in the classroorograms improve the agricultural literacy of the public and should be a part of all elementary
and secondary education.
1.2. We support:
1.2.1. Agriculture in the Classroomesources and programs for allR classes;
1.2.2. The National Agriculture in the Classroarganization;
1.2.3. The United States Department of Agriculture's (USDdle as coordinator of the Agriculture in the Classroom
program and the continuation of funding for the Annual National Conference, website maintenance aretr@itan
Agriculture in the Classrooraxcellence Grants Program (ACE), Excellence in Teaching about Agriculture in the
ClassroomAward and the ability for state programs to apply for Secondary EducationY€amPosisecondary
Education, Agriculture in the 2 Classroom Challenge (SPECA) Grants Program and additional programs as
funding allows; and
1.2.4. An increase in the annual appropriation for the program.
2. Primary and Secondary Education

18



2.1,

2.2.

2.3.

We believe that educational policy is primarily a local and state issue. Reforms to improve educational quality can best be

formulated at thse levels of government.

We support:

2.2.1. A rewrite of the formula for federal funding which directs more money to rural and small town school districts;

2.2.2. Obtaining proficiency in the basics of reading, writing and mathematics biudknts in our educational system;

2.2.3. The use of English as the teaching language in grade K

2.2.4. Programs that provide greater educational opportunities and incentives for exceptional_tttatlentphasize
creativity, innovation and teamork while helping individual students identify their passions earlier in their
educational experience;

2.2.5. The option of homdvased education;

2.2.6. Environmental educatiofor all students being based on sound sciemzkfactual information;

2.2.7. School curriculdocusing on scienebased facts and not on promoting or advocating the concept of animal or plant
rights;

2.2.8. Preserving neighborhood schools and maintaining the right of parents or legal guardians to participate in public and
private schools affairs;

2.2.9. Federal impact aid to localities adversely affected by federal government installations andé® refocations;

2.2.10.Increased emphasis on educational programs that provide training in citizenship, traditional family values, parentin
ethics, social behavior and interpersonal relations; and

2.2.11.Native American tribes reimbursing local sohdistricts for the full cost of educating tribal members.

We oppose:

2.3.1. Unfunded mandateand

2.3.2. National mandatesn local curricula and school boards.

3. Higher Education and Student Loans

3.1

3.2.

We support:

3.1.1. Eligibility for college loans be based on net operational income;

3.1.2. Interestfree student loanas long as payments are made on time;

3.1.3. Any individual who gets a studeRell Grantshould be required to repay it with interest if they do not complete the
semester. They should not be eligible for any further government loans or funds until the amount owed is repaid;

3.1.4. Governmentind lending institutions making every effort to collect delinquent student Vaiimgterest;

3.1.5. Colleges and universities not being penalized formmayment of student loanBo avoid jeopardizing the
availability of student loangovernment guarantee should be reduced from 100 percent to 95 percent;

3.1.6. Resident instruction progranrsour college®f agriculture. The development of students' expertise is critical to the
future of the agricultural industry;

3.1.7. The original intent of teacher tenueprotect teachers against political abuse. Howdegaure should be reformed
so that it cannot be used to unduly protect incompetent teachers;

3.1.8. Private schools meeting or exceeding state standards for accreditation;

3.1.9. Government recognizing the right of private groups to organize andteehacational institutions; and

3.1.10.The Environmental Protection Agersyenvironmental educatidreing based on sound sciersc®l factual
information.

We oppose:

3.2.1. The Internal Revenue Serviggerfering with the enrollment practices of private schomel

3.2.2. Prisoners qualifying for any welfae federal or state grants, such as college or school grants.

151 /Farm Machinery

1. We support:

2.

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.
1.4.

1.5.
1.6.

Prohibiting tampering with hour meters on motorized farm equipment;

Using a standardized ddharacter machinery identification systemhich include components of the National Crime
Information Center number;

Urging manufacturers to designate the year of manufacture in the serial number of the tractor or implement;

The right to repair oneo6s o wlenniangCopydgmeict to require agricudturatl i ng t h
equipment manufacturers to allow equipment owners and independent repair facilities to have access to the same
agricultural equipment diagnostic and r e psandrautionzédoapama t i
facilities. Any penalty for alterations should be limited to the voiding of the warranty, as well as the right of deafeseto
services and trade on altered equipment. Any alterations to software should be limited to tbesowngre r s o n a | us
should not be for distribution;

Any insulated wire used in equipment, automobiles or otherwise be repellent to rodents and fire ants; and

The creation of a national .ALemon Lawd to cover farm n

We support equipment owners and/or independent equipment repair facilities being able to:

2.1
2.2,
2.3.

Have machine connectivity by onboard screen, smart device, dealer access or other means;
Look up diagnostic codes in manuals, online or from dealer access;
Have and keep the right to do general maintenance and daily servicing. Example: Changing oil and filters, periodic servici
and greasing;
1¢



3.

2.4. Access repair antéchnical manuals;

2.5. Repair and service equipment during the warranty or extended warranty periods; and

26. Perform machine calibrations that are not considered e

We oppose:

3.1. Any further attempt to restrict or regulate exhaust emissions on new or used farm equipment, heavy equipment or trucks

3.2. The titling, registration and licensing of farm machinatyhe federal level; and

3.3. Equipment manufacturers requiring that general maintenance be conducted by one of their dealers to keep the
manufacturerds warranty intact.

152 / Family and Moral Responsibility

1.

2.
3.

The strength of every civilized society is the familye support and encourage the promotion of the fundamental principles and
family values on which ounation was founded.

A family should be defined as persons who are related by blood, marriage between male and female or legal adoption.
Parents have the legal right and responsibility for the religious and morahgraintheir children. Child care services, protection
from exploitation and education can best be addressed at the local level with parental involvement and guidance.

We urge the medito take immediate steps to exeecdiscretion in the depiction of sex, violence and low morality on TV and
radio. We recommend that the rating system used for movies be used for the commercial music industry.

We oppose:

5.1. Granting special privileges to those that participate in alternative lifestyles; and

5.2. Human cloning

153 / Federal Emergency Management Agency

1.

Concerning FEMA assistance, criteria should be analyzed differently in regards to agricultural areas versus urban areas, when
determining if assistance has already met the maximum dollar limit allowed.

154 / Health & Health Insurance

1.

2.
3.
4

6.

2C

We believe that health care is primarily the responsibility of the individual. We support efforts to improve healthweame deli
and foster health care competition.
We support federal tax policies that encourage individwatsepare for future health care needs.
We oppose any tax on any agricultural commodity or any additional tax on payroll being used to fund a health care program.
Health care policy should embrace the following principles:
4.1. Pronote personal wellness, fithess and preventive care as basic health goals;
4.2. Ensure that professional health care workers, not insurance companies, determine patient treatments;
4.3. Provide direct government financial assistance to providethdse who are unable to pay for health care; and
4.4. Protect the right of patients to choose health care providers and methods of treatment.
Access To Health Care
5.1. We support:
5.1.1. Incentives to increase the number of genprattice physicians;
5.1.2. Greater use of nephysician providers;
5.1.3. Incentives to train medical professionals who intend to practice in rural areas;
5.1.4. Incentives for medical and mental health services in rural areas, including homechesgthvices;
5.1.5. Essential Access Community Hospital and Rural Primary Care Hospital programs;
5.1.6. The expansion of migrant health services to ensure a healthy work force for agricultural employers;
5.1.7. Importatimn of prescription drugs when the safety of the source can be proven; and
5.1.8. Rural area access to modern and reliable 911 and E911 communication service.
5.2. We oppose:
5.2.1. Legislation or regulations that would jeopardize present volunteergency medical technician systems;
5.2.2. Federal guidelines that would close the obstetric wards in hospitals that do not meet annual requirements for numbe
of births;
5.2.3. Prohibiting the ovethe-counter sale of vitamins, amino acids, probmtiminerals and herbs;
5241 nsurance companies being able to override a profes
5.2.5. Health Maintenance Organizations requiring patients referred to specialists to obtain periodic approval from the thei
primary care provider to continue treatment;
5.2.6. The early discharge of patients by health care plans, hospitals and/or health care providers;
5.2.7. Employers being required to provide employees with health insuthrmehout the calendar year of their
employment;
5.2.8. Mandateghat insurance companies adhere to a "guarantee issue and community rating" standard, which would
substantially increase premiums for individual health insurgoteies; and
5.2.9. Taxpayer funded health care for illegal immigrants
Cost Containment
6.1. We support:



6.1.1. Exemptions from mandatéar group health insuranqggograms of associations;

6.1.2. A reduction in mandated benefits;

6.1.3. Efforts to reduce medical malpractice insuraagsts, including limitations on certain puné and noreconomic
damage awards;

6.1.4. Allowing veterango receive medical care at local hospitals;

6.1.5. A wage index equal to 1.0 for reimbursement purposes;

6.1.6. Exemption of Essential Service Hospitatsm Outpatient Prospective Payments Systems;

6.1.7. An exemption for students and seasonal,-piar¢, and H2A workers from mandated health care regulations;

6.1.8. Coordinated care, electronic recsrihcentives for results (not procedures) and preventative egponsibly
reduced hospital stays and payments to medical professionals for their service through telecommamicatiil;

6.1.9. Allowing contributions to a health savings accoaftér age 65; and

6.1.10.Using taxes collected for the Medicare Trust Fund only for administering the Medicare Act and fumd é&eafits
for those retirees who opt for Medicare and pay a Medicare premium.

7. Health

7.1,

7.2,
7.3.
7.4.

We encourage vaccination programs for potentially deadly diseases and more domestic production of critical health

vaccinesas a policy of national security.

We oppose funding for abortipauthanasia and RU36.

We urge more restraint and supervision by the medical community concéetahtissue research.

We support:

7.4.1. The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services allocating funding for the research, development and
implementation of a Lyme Diseasaccine for humans; and

7.4.2. Awareness, available resources and funding for programs that deal with mental health and emotibaaigvelt
the agriculture community.

8. Health Insurance

8.1

8.2.

We support:

8.1.1. Small Business Health Plans and voluntary regional insurance purchasing cooperatives, subject to state regulation,
permit individuals and small companies to receive the same price advantages that corporations receive;

8.1.2. Reviewng and revising the Health Insurarertability and Accountability Act;

8.1.3. Interstate portability of insurance;

8.1.4. Insuring preexisting conditions;

8.1.5. Repeal and/or defunding Bfatient Protection and Affordable Care A&CA) and the Health Care and Education
Reconciliation Act of 2010;

8.1.6. Allowing insurance companies to sell andiiiduals to purchase health plans across state lines to create competitive
prices;

8.1.7. Requiring current and retired members of Congress, the president, past presidents, their family members and all
federal employees with the exception ofiee duty, retired and disabled military personnel to be included in any
national health plan and/or compulsory national health insurance

8.1.8. Being able to modify coverage, suah increasing deductibles, without losing the status of legacy or grandfathered
health insurancpolicies;

8.1.9. Federal legislation that would afford equal tax treatment and benefits to patrons of health cagershestines.
Specifically, we support:
8.1.9.1The tax deductibility of monthly shared costs; and
8.1.9.2The utilization of Health Savings AccosnfHSA) being expanded to include the patrons of healté

sharing ministries, including the tax benefits of such HSAs in a similar manner as those utilizing a qualified
high-deductible health insurangdan.

We oppose:

8.2.1. Government mandateisat require the purchase of health insuraarte the financial penalty for not purchasing
health insurance

8.2.2. Compulsory national health insuranagcluding laws requiring all individuals or employers to purchase health
insuranceand a national health plan in any form; and

8.2.3. Efforts to excluddamily members and the owners of other businesses from receiving the Small Employer Health
Insurancdax credit under IRS Form 8941 which was passed under the Affordable Care Act

9. Medicare/Medicaid

9.1.

We support:

9.1.1. Allowing Medicare recipients to opt out of Medicare and purchase private insurance actuarially equivalent to
Medicare with Medicee paying the premium;

9.1.2. Incentives to Medicare recipients to allow them to participate in private or alternative plans;

9.1.3. The active prosecution of Medicare and Medideadid,

9.1.4. Patients receiving billings from physicians and other health care providers or health care services before Medicare
pays to help eliminate account balance discrepancies;

9.1.5. Block grants to the states to adhisier the Medicaighrogram as they see best;

9.1.6. Efforts to eliminate cost shifting from Medicadshd Medicare to individuals and thipdrty payers;
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9.1.7. Eliminating the waiting period for those who transfer or sell property to relatives in order to qualify for Medicaid

9.1.8. Medicaidassuming nursing honexpenses for a person whose net worth has been reduced to $20,000;

9.1.9. Allowing a spouse to retain up to $96,000 in countable assets (not including home, burial trust, life imswdtare
vehicle) wih the remainder eligible for spousal support of nursing hoosts;

9.1.10.Equitable Medicare payments to rural hospitals and physicians, as well as revised rates to narrow the pay gap;

9.1.11.Adequate funding under Medicare to continue home health services for thebbanatand elderly;

9.1.12.Medical industry acceptance of Medicare assignments;

9.1.13.Medicare and Medicaidoverage foprescription drug and medical costs with a deductible grayo

9.1.14.Government programs like Medicare and Medigaigperly compensating providers in a timely manner;

9.1.15. Full deductibility ofMedicare cepays and deductibles instead of treating them as hospital bad debt;

9.1.16.Medicare coverage for preventive examinations;

9.1.17.The federal government assumes a larger percentage of the costs associated with;adicaid

9.1.18. Utilizing net income and not gross income when determining Medicare payments.

9.2. We oppose:

9.2.1. Any expansion of Medicare;

9.2.2. Medicare tax increases;

9.2.3. Increasing Medicaigéligibility, in an effort to have national health care reform, that would result in increased cost
shifting to the states;

9.2.4. Any reduction of Medicare provider reimbursement;

9.2.5. A mandatory medical identification system;

9.2.6. Efforts to restrict the ability to privately contract with a physician or other health care provider for medical service
beyond Medicar@pproved treatment;

9.2.7. Medicare being able to limit a medical doctor's or otherpioysician provider's ability to treat a patient;

9.2.8. Reducing Medicare funding to help support another national health care program; and

9.2.9. The ability for Medicaido recover medical expenses from the portion of an estate that generates business income fc

the surviving family.

155 / Insurance

1. We support state regulation of insuracoenpanies.
2. We oppose:

2.1. Repeal or amendment of the McCargrguson Act; and
2.2. Increased federal income taxes on insuramepanies.

156 / Litigation

1. We support:
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1.1. Legislation to reform the Equal Access to Justice(B&JA) and other feshifting statutes to require online public
disclosure from the Attorney General of the United States relating to litigadigments authorized for all federal agencies;
1.2. Legislation to require partieseeking an injunction to reimburse the defendants for all court costs, legal fees, losses and
other expenses if the injunction is shown to be unfounded or otherwise overturned,;
1.3. Tort reformto return stability to liability and edical malpractice insuranaecluding, but should not be limited to:
1.3.1. A cap on the amount of damages, due to-@oonomic losses including punitive damages;
1.3.2. A flat compensation based on typEinjury;
1.3.3. Strengthening the legal definition of fault used to determine damages;
1.3.4. Limit expert testimony;
1.3.5. Eliminate joint and several liability;
1.3.6. Allow large awards for future damages to be paid in installments;
1.3.7. Eliminate double recovery;
1.3.8. Limits on attorney's contingency fees, including those from class action lawsuits; and
1.3.9. Increased usage of alternatives to lawsuits;
1.4. Plaintiffs whose lawsuits are determined to be frivolous shoulddp®nsible for court costs and triple the amount of
economic and social damages incurred;
1.5. Legislation to amend the EAJA to make it clear that state courts may award attorney fees against the U.S.;

1.6. Anti-disparagemeregislation, which provides a cause of action against entities making false and disparaging statements

against agricultural products and/or production without scientific justification;

1.7. Legislation that entitles a prevailipgrty in civil or administrative proceedings by a state or federal agency, to legal fees
and outof-pocket expenses if the position of the agency is not substantially justified;

1.8. Enforcement of the cap on legal fees being paid to attorneys uedeAttA or other feshifting statutes;

1.9. Protecting volunteerfficers and directors of neprofit and charitable organizations from personal liability swtsn
acting in good faith to perform their assigned duty;



2.

1.10.Ref orm of the EAJA to prevent creation of incentives t
assets of noprofit organizations that seek attorney feesler the act, a cap on the amount of fees and hourly rate an entity
may receive and parity between Aomfit organizations and individuals under EAJA,

1.11.The creation of | egislation that relajmpriorto eligibiltydosEAJAs e e ki n
funds for any lawsuit. The legislation should also require individuals or groups to post a bond if their lawsuit will have an
effect on producers;

1.12.Continuing to keep pressure on agencies and theDéj@artment of Justice regarding misuse of EAJA;

1.13.Continued funding for the national Agriculture Mediation Program;

1.14.Requiring all plaintiffs filing under the EAJA to provide a monetary bond equal to the assessed tiedueanf materials,
resources or commodity that was or may be harvested, withdrawn or grazed from the area or areas subject .td figgation
bond should be surrendered to the defendant(s) if the plaintif§e)isanot upheld; and

115.Requiring that EAJA filers show a fAdirect and personal

We oppose:

2.1. The use of government funds to sue the U.S. goverhme

2.2. The ability of a person serving a prison sentence to sue and recover any monetary award at taxpayer expense;

2.3. The ability of a plaintiff to sue for injuries while committing a crime or trespassing on another pknsdn's

2.4. The ability of government agencies to assess penalties, confiscate property or withhold benefits without due process; and

2.5. Nonprofit organizations or their subsidiaries from filing for EAJA funds when theiwagh exceeds $7 million.

157 / Media

1.

We urge all mediagovernment agencies and health care professionals to use correct scientific terminology, to be udbiased an
accurate in their public statements to avoid unwarranted fear among the general public. All reporting should be balanced,
maintaining a risk relation factor between agricultural/consumer benefits and possible health risks. When twmeetdian
error in reporting, that correction should be printed or broadcast with the same prominence as it was incorrectly itgdtyted in
We propose that any mediad/or any organizatioresponsible for distributing accusations of health risk not based on credible
scientific data be held liable for triple the losses to producers, processors and subsequent retailers.
We urge the USDAo promptly investigate false infimation regarding the agricultural community reported by the nwdia
assist us in aggressively challenging individuals and organizations who misrepresent scientific evidence and cause financial
damage to agricultural pdoicers.
To make vital decisions, farmers and ranchers need detailed and timely vigfatimeation, local news, ufp-the-minute market
reports and news affecting production agriculture. We encourage allaradiiilevisiorstations to maintain and improve their
agricultural services.
We support:
5.1. Proagriculture information in all mediavailable to the public;
5.2. Local stations being included in programming on cable and satelktésion
5.3. The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) examining ongoing telexégieption problems resulting from the

analog to digital conversion and work with broadcast stations to ensure the continued availability of free local programmin
5.4. Permanent elimination of the FCC's ability to censor political contetalbmadig and
5.5. Assertivenewmediaut r each efforts to -aguintekt maeduptbpaféaadaed

158 / Narcotics and Substance Abuse

1.
2.

3.

We encourage vigorous educational efforts to inform youth, parents and others concerning the harmful effects of susstance ab

We support:

2.1. Effectiveenforcement of present laws and enactment of new legislation to prevent the illegal production, importation,
manufacture or distribution of illegal drugs, and related paraphernalia;

2.2. The Drug Enforcement Administration change the cannabis claggificfrom a schedule 1 drug to a schedule 2
classification for the sole purpose of doing clinical studies on the effect on humans;

2.3. Law enforcemennotifying the landowner or managing agency when aware of trespass madajtiiegal drug
manufacturing sites on private agricultural/resource properties or public lands (e.g., U.S. Forest Service/Bureau of Land
Management);

2.4. Funding and cleanup of damage caused by trespass manju#legal drug manufacturing sites, with that effort
coordinated among government and private entities;

2.5. Efforts to prevent prescription drug abuse;

2.6. Establishing a federal database for prescriptionidpj

2.7. Stiffer penalties for drug pushers, money launderers and repeat users, with no plea bargaining;

2.8. Mandatory drug testing for public health and safety reasons in order to qualify for federal medfageans;

2.9. Individuals on unemploymeih excess of six months being subject to random drug tests and if the test is failed the
individual no longer can receive unemploymeanefits; and

2.10.The removal of pain as the fifth vital sign in evaluations conducted by the Joint Commission on the Accreditation of
Healthcare Organizations when grading hospitals for financial reimbursement.

We oppose:



3.1. Depositing proceeds from property collected from confiscation and impoundment procedures into the general fund. These
funds should be used for drug programs and cleanup costs;

3.2. Innocent landowners being held liable or dzeal when illegal drugs are found on their property;

3.3. The classification of industrial hengs a controlled substanand

3.4. Thelegalization of the recreational use of marijuana

159 / Nutrition

1. We support:
1.1. Teaching balanced diet guidelines following teeommendations of USD#food nutritionprogram research;
1.2. Recognition by USDAand the Food and Drug Administration of studies and research in nutvhiich are based on
publisted standard research criteria whether funded by producer groups or other recognized research groups;
1.3. Funding of nutritiorresearch on relationships between agricultural products and coronary heart disease and cancer;
1.4. Teachers and health professionals being educated about sound nutritional principles;
1.5. USDA including whole potatoeis the Women, Infants and Children (WIC) program;
1.6. Changing the school lunch and WIC progranincrease the number of eligible dairy products available to participants,
including yogurt;
1.7. Legislation and programs seeking to utilize Commaodity Credit Corporatimedcommodities for direct distribution in
lieu of food stampsand
18. Al Il owi ng al l participant s iProgranf{SFERMNS moipurchasélaecallyywadiscdd, Mar k e
USDA-certified frozen meat products solda f ar mer sé mar kets or certified road
2. We oppose:
2.1. Anyone dictating which foods should and should not be eaten, including imposing "healtlorafesd and beverages;
and
2.2. Using taxpayers' money for the purpose of legislating or controlling the diets of American people.

160 / Postal Service

1. Rural addresses should refleat fbcality of the postal patron. If the U.S. Postal Ser(it®PS) changes an address, it should
continue to deliver mail for 90 days to allow ample time for notification.
2. We support:
2.1. Programs that provide efficieessential mail service to. reasonably accessible farmsteads;
2.2. Private enterprise competing with the USPS for all types of service;
2.3. Consolidating, extending, or relocating rural routes for economy of operation;
2.4. Discontinuing Satutay mail delivery;
2.5. Postal inspection of first class mail which is suspected of containing quarantined products;
2.6. Using fines to deter the mailing of quarantined products;
2.7. Requiring the USPS and airlines to ship live poultry ratibeneficial insect8ncluding honeybees), live plant material and
canines;
2.8. Allowing rural mail carriers to provide their own vehicles. Vehicles should be properly marked for safety;
2.9. Making a U.S. postage stamp to honor agriculture;
2.10.A review of USPS bulk mailing regulations for nonprofit organizations for easier compliance;
2.11.Setting rates for all classes of mail at levels sufficient to support the cost of the peovided; and
2.12.Allowing the U.S. Postal Servide ship wine
3. We oppose:
3.1. Closing rural post offices without a public hearing; and
3.2. The USPS selling name lists.

161 / Religion

1. Our national life is founded on spiritual faith and belief in God.
2. We support:
2.1. The individual's right to free exerciseraligion, whether in public or private, be it verbal or visual;
2.2. The legal right and responsibility of parents to direct the religious and moral training of their children;
2.3. Leaving "In God We Trust" on coins and currenag dUnder God" in the Pledge of Allegiance;
2.4. The right of U.S. citizens to conduct religious services, offer prayers and read the Bible as God's word on public lands; an
2.5. The denial of preferential tax treatment to churadreshurch organizations for activities that are involved in political action
programs.
3. We oppose efforts to remove references to Christmas and other religious hisbdagsir country's heritage.

162 / Retail Agriculture

1. We support:
24



1.1.
1.2.
1.3.

1.4.
1.5.

1.6.

Programs that promote the marketing and purchase of goods produced or manufactured in the United States of America;
Changes to federal law allowing farm market retail activity to occur at rest stops along federal highways;

The expansion of Electronic Benefit Transfer (EBT) pro
programs;

Fam wineries, farm breweries, farm cideries and farm distilleries being allowed to use social media

All publicly supported educational institutions in the U.S. to purchase supplies, apparel and food stuffSfrprmducers

and U.S. manufacturers; and

The creation of a database that provides information regarding the ownership of music licensing and fees.

163 / Rural Communications

1. Spetrum

1.1.

1.2.

As additional demand is placed on bandwidth spectrum, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) should require
rigorous testing to ensure no interference with Global Positioning Systems (GPS), precision agriculture, or other existing
services. The cost of any technical fix should be borne by those creating any disruption in service.

We support the improvement of GPS and thaded Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) transmitters.

2. TelecommunicatiorService

2.1,
2.2,

2.3.

Communication services should be available at a reasonable cost to all people.

We support:

2.2.1. The FCC minimum definition for broadband speed,;

2.2.2.Increasing high speed interragcess in rural areas through any source, including wireless, by using a combination of

tax incentives, grants and/ or regulations. Networks
2.2.3. Expanding eligibility requirements for Conng&mericafunding to include rural electric cooperativeasd other
entities;

2.2.4.ModifyingUSDA6 s Br oadband Pr og ratiomofgrantsiand toaneia mral/urtddrserved t i | i
communities. We also support increased funding for and improvements in®WSDACo mmuni ty Conne
Learning and Telemedicinand Rural Gigabit Network Pilot programs;

2.2.5. Increased cooperation among Internpeeviders to improve access to broadband in rural areas through
coordination/sharing of either current assets or the installation of necessary infrastructure;

2.2.6. Local competition for retail access to telecommunicaservices;

2.2.7. The continuation of the Universal Service Fund (USF) to maintain affordable communication services in rural
America;

2.2.8. The complete unbundling of telephdpiéis so that all components of the charges are accurately reflected,;

2.2.9. A properly designed federal revolving fund, with an adequate rate of interest and in conjunctiprivatthcapital
as a source of financing for rural teleph@oeperativeso that they can maintain and strengthen their systems;

2210.The " Do Not Call L i smessagmmgnd ringlesecalling;c | usi on of t ex

2.2.11.The owner of a communication tower should be responsible for the removal and disposal of the tower once its use
discontinued;

2.2.12.The develoment and use of telemedicirend

2.2.13.The FCC working with cell phonsompanies to increase interoperability among towers in rural areas.

We oppose:

2.3.1. Shifting the funding burden for the USF to the states; and

2.3.2. Access to Interngtornographyin publicly supported facilities, (i.e., libraries and schools).

3. Amateur Radio

3.1

We oppose:

3.1.1. Any change to the FCC code infringing on amateur ragiration and use; and

3.1.2. Requiring amateur radigperators to conduct raditequency level studies and notify the public of possible trace
amounts of radidrequency exposure.

164 / Safety
1. Farm Safety
1.1. We support:

1.1.1. Farm safetyraining at the local level that includes both classroom and kamdgperiences for parents and youth to
enhance their understanding of safe andagg@opriate tasks on the farm or ranch;

1.1.2. The concept that safety begins with each individualleygs and that employees have a responsibility to observe
safe working rules and conditions;

1.1.3. Clarification of statistical categories used by federal governmental agencies in determining rate of incidents,
hazardous exposures and fatalities in paidn agricultural occupations;

1.1.4. New grainbins being factory equipped with lift points for safety and rescue purposes;

1.1.5. Efforts to reduce farm incidents, injuries and fatalities on the farm with an emphasis on educatiolnrzady
programs;

1.1.6. Funding of the AgrAbility Project and cooperative Extension farm safety programs;



1.1.7. The Farm Bureau Safety and Health Network and others in their efforts to promote agricultural safety programs;

1.1.8. Farmers andanchers installing and maintaining safety equipment; and

1.1.9. Nationwide, annual, stateased funding to support the National ROPS (Rollover Protective Structure) Rebate
Program, which was developed based on the success of the New York ROPS Rejrate &nd is monitored by the
National Tractor Safety Coalition.

2. Public Safety

2.1,

We support:

2.1.1. Continued efforts for uniform state vehicle codes, traffic guides and the furtherance of safety practices on highways
and farms;

2.1.2. The proper and lawful use of the slow moving vehicle (SMV) signs and equipment lighting;

2.1.3. The strict enforcement of drinking and driving and habitual offender laws;

2.1.4. The use of additional automobile safety devices;

2.1.5. Collaboration amang vehicle and child safety seat manufacturers to develop universal child safety seats that are
compatible with all vehicles;

2.1.6. Regular inspection of all railroad crossings and signals, especiallytnagki crossings and the addition of lighting
and rumble strips; and

2.1.7. The use of fire rackand guards on fire trucks as an appropriate and effective method of rangeland firefighting.

165 / Unmanned Aircraft Systems

1. We support:

1.1
1.2.

1.3
1.4.

1.5.
1.6.

The safe and responsible use of unmanned aircraft sy8tER® and associated technologies for agricultural purposes.
Requiring the operator of the UAS to gain the written consent of the landowner and/or farm operator if the UAS will be
surveying or gathering data above private property

Allowi ng landlords and tenants fly over their fields for any reason without being considered commercial activity;

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) maintaining reasonable certification and s$edfigtiyng requirements for the
operation of UAS, including operational limitations, operational certification and responsibility, aircraft requirements and
model aircraft exceptions;

The use of safetfeatures to notify manned aircraft that a UAS is in the vicinity;

The agricultural use of UAS going beyond visual Il ine o
technology; and

1.7. The limited use of UASor nighttime flying per FAA guidelines.

2. We oppose a federal, state or local agency using UAS for the purpose of regulatory enforcement, litigation and asca sole sour
for natural resource inventories used in planning efforts

SECURITY

175 / Biosecurity

1. Protecting our nation's food, fiber, water supply and critical industrial agricultural materials should be a top priority.

2. We condemn acts of terrorism by both foredgm domestic perpetrators and support the protection of our people, resources and
industry.

We support:

3.

2€

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.
3.5.

3.6.

3.7.
3.8.

3.9.

Actions by the Department of Homeland SecufidHS) that ensure agriculture's ability to produce food #vet f

including establishing a permanent stdbinet position within DHS to deal with plant and animal protection measures, and
ensuring there is agricultural representation on departmental advisory boards and committees;

That all farmers and publagencies recognize the importance of adopting biosecuetsures;

Public agencies recognizing that laws allowing public access to private agricultural operations or laws that inhibit
agricultural praluction are a risk to our nation's security;

Federal and state governments strengthening existing capabilities to prevent and respond to acts of bjoterrorism
Emergency spending for food aadricultural security to protect and promote domestically produced food, fiber and critical
industrial agricultural materials;

Steps being taken to ensure that traditional protection measures against pest and diseases are maintainedtaetiet highes
with appropriate penalties;

The USDA as the lead agency in managing any plant or animal disease outbreak;

USDA being designated as the federal agency for food inspection and foodfsafdtyod inspection and food safety
functions are combined into one agency;

Safe harbor provisions for producers and animal health professionals who may inadvertently spread biological agents whi
using acceptable managem@ractices;

3.10.Preemptive planning and development of strategies to contain and control potential outbreaks of foreign animal and plant

diseases. This includes assurance by a third party that adequate supplies of crop protection productyac@nasae
available or production capabilities are in place in case of an outbreak;



3.11.Necessary USDA funding to focus on the protection of our food, fiber, water supply and critical industrial agricultural
materials;

3.12.Stringent enforcement of laws pertaining to bioterrorism

3.13.Import protocols that prevent the introduction of foreign animal and plant diseases;

3.14.State andederal legislation to strengthen civil and criminal penalties to a felony charge for persons or organizations that
engage in acts of bio terrorism, including but not limited to the introduction or spreading of biological agents or
contaminants harmful tagricultural products. Foreign or domestic terrorist organizations who commit such acts and those
who willfully finance these acts should be held financially responsible for damages;

3.15.Federal legislation to establish an indemnity prograch@ntract relief when acts of terrorism result in damage to
agricultural facilities or equipment, production losses or the loss of marketability of agricultural products;

3.16.Federal funding for the construction of new, stafi¢he-art, bocontainmenplant disease research facilities. Such facilities
will be for federal research studies on remdemic plant diseases of major agronomic crops, including soybeawerust
also support increased federal funding for such research and the operation of the new facilities;

3.17.Legislation that would allow farmers and ranchers to seek compensation through U.S. courts from seized foreign assets a
for losses resulting from agricultural terrorism by foreign states designated as state sponsors of terrorism; and

3.18.The exclusion of hay for animal feed in the Food and Drug Administration's (FDA) bioterregsiations.

176 / Firearms

1.

2.

We support:

1.1. Firearm safety programs;

1.2. Legislation that would prohibit lawsuits against any firearm rfesturer for the illegal or accidental use of fireatmysa
third party;

1.3. Mandatory imprisonment of persons convicted of a felony involving use of firearms

1.4. Stateissued individual conceal/carrynmeits being recognized nationally; and

1.5. The removal of sound suppressors from the National FireAonss well as the $200 tax stamp be removed.

We oppose:

2.1. Limiting the rights of U.S. citizens to purchapessess or sell firearntisrough registration and licensing;

2.2. Any additional expansion of taxes or new taxation of fireaanmsmunitionor reloading equipmernd supplies;

2.3. More stringent gugontrol laws. Any new commitment in gaontrol should be made by the strict enforcement of current
laws;

2.4. Mandatory background cheglfor private firearm$gransactions between laabiding citizens of the United States;

2.5. Restricting lawful firearm use and huntittgough the enactment of tsooting zones, landse restrictions, and other
regulations without a clear, factual, and undeniable public safety concern;

2.6. Using taxpayer money and money from huntamgl fishing licenses to pay for aigiinpromotions, ad campaigns or
propaganda from angungroups, elected government officials or government agencies;

2.7. Any restriction on the use of lead ammunition

2.8. Limiting or restricting the purchase or possession of ammuratiahthe implementation of any type of ammunition
tracking; and

2.9. Gunfree zones, including military bases

177 | General Border Security

1.

2.

We must secure the borders of the United States by the most tegibaljoadvanced means possible and in a way that has

minimal impact on agricultural producers.

We support:

2.1. Increased presence and cooperation of all branches of law enforaantsath sides of our borders, toreihate border
theft, drug and human trafficking as well as illegal crossing; and

2.2. Increased penalties for drug or human trafficking and illegal entrance into the United States.

U.S.7 Mexico BorderSecurity

3.1. We need to secure our United States borders and reduce tetfoasigh the following methods:

3.1.1. Complete fencing or other barriers where possible on the-Wi8xico border including an adjacent roadway
allowing better access for the borghatrol and any other agencies to secure the border

3.1.2. Department of Homeland Secur{fyHS) enforcing and maintaining the barriers on the border

3.1.3. Military presence on the bordeith rules of engagement defined and expanded;

3.1.4. An emphasis on deploying technology and personnel based on the unique needs of enforcement agencies on a sec
by-sector basis, including electronic surveillateehnology, fixed wing and helicopter and implementation of
unmanned aerial systems for night and day surveillance

3.1.5. Full communications coverage for civilians, law enforcenagmt military, including phone tower construction
throughout the bordeegion;

3.1.6. The use of a virtual fena@r other electronic surveillancechnology across agriculture lands where a physical fence
is not practical,



3.1.7. Operation Stone Garden, or similar programs, which would give local law enforcegssmies the technology to
work more effectively with bordegratrol;
3.1.8. Operation Streamline, or similar programs, to process and detain undocuremtedithorizegbersons through the
Department of Justice; and
3.1.9. Providing maximum funding for these programs to assist in securing our border
3.2. We support the cause and the cost of suppressindfireg reported by the affected administrative land agency annually to
the DHS and tabulated as a cost of the failure of the federal governmeatite the bordeat the international boundary.

178 / Law Enforcement

1. Members or employees of federal agencies acting outside the sdbeé& alithority or in violation of the Constitution should be
held personally liable, either civilly or criminally, for any damages that might occur.
2. We support:
2.1. Efforts to make sure that those who commit terrorist acts, as well astghogeain, support, or harbor terrorists, are
properly punished,;
2.2. Enemy combatants captured outside the U.S. being tried by military tribunals, not federal courts;
2.3. The unlimited exchange of criminal records among law enforcement agencies;
2.4. Protection of law enforcement officers from liability for reasonable actions taken in the course of their duties;
2.5. Citizens offering pertinent information and assistance to law enforcement officers;
2.6. Strict and prompt enforcemeot laws protecting persons and property;
2.7. Cooperation between local, state and federal law enforcement agencies in all areas of law enforcement;
2.8. Training law enforcement in the most effective crime fighting techniques;

2.9. Judges stencing offenders in relation to the crime with stiff penalties for those using children in the commission of crimes

2.10.Punishment of criminals, regardless of age, with criminal records following them to any other court proceeding;
2.11.Adequat prison facilities with an emphasis on rehabilitation to afford them a better opportunity to assume a constructive

role in society. Prisoners in minimum security prisons should be required to work on highways, prison farms or other publi

projects to defry costs of their incarceration;

2.12.Reducing the fiscal impact and increasing the flexibility to local governments in relation to increasing federal prison
standards;

2.13.Parole boards being less lenient in paroling offenders;

2.14.Monitoring and supervision of convicted and released offenders and notification of their release to the victims and their
families;

2.15.Mandatory prison sentences for fitshe sex offenders;

2.16.Disqualification of elected or appointed publificals convicted of felonies from holding office and forfeiture of pension
or other benefits;

2.17.Capital punishmenincluding a mandatory death penalty, for anyone convicted of assassination or attempted assassinatior

of the president, or vice president or any candidate running for such office;

2.18.Limits on the number of appeals criminals can receive;

2.19.The same penalty for taking a hostage as for kidnapping;

2.20.Higher bail for repeat offenders and pers charged with violent crimes, and legislation providing for revocation of bail for
anyone arrested as a suspect in a felony case who is out on bail awaiting trial for another felony case;

2.21.Restitution to victims by criminals;

2.22.Publicizing the amount of funds spent prosecuting and defending felony cases;

2.23.Legislation to provide for a "guilty but mentally ill" plea to replace the "not guilty by reason of insanity" plea. Defendant
later found to be sane must serve outrreainder of the term;

2.24.Congress enacting comprehensive forfeiture reform by requiring that individuals be convicted of a federal crime before the

property is seized,;

2.25.The death penalty for people convicted of treason or espionage gvescigtime;

2.26.Local control of local law enforcement officers by local government, except for federal interdiction activities. Federal land
or resource agencies should not exercise police powers in a state and should not have their own la\e @rdgergs)

2.27.Converting closed military bas&s medium and minimum security prisons and for housing young drug offenders;

2.28.Prisoners repaying costs of a college education earned during their incarceration;

2.29.Payment of the cost of room and board in prison for prisoners if they are financially able;

2.30.Taking all governmenpaid benefits from convicted felons while in prison;

2.31.Restitution to insurers, and others, incurring financial loss by pddiend guilty of livestock, machinery or crop theft,
fraud, vandalism, arson or bioterrorism

2.32.The right of people involved in or servicing production agriculture who have been submittediéov by a regulatory
agency to know the identity of their accuser;

2.33.Efforts to prevent the use of electronic personal information for illegal activities such as identignthefedit fraup

2.34.Creating a federal requirement for scrap mbtalers and consignors to keep reasonable written documentation and
photographs with a date stamp of the item and seller. All farm equipment should ber laeperiod of five days by scrap
metalbuyers before processing;
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2.35.EPA regulatory and enforcement officials being prohibited from receiving or carrying weapons during performance of their
duties; and

2.36.Penalties for corporate and governmental entities that fail to immediately disclose datastieachffect the sensitive
personal information of individuals and farms.

3. We oppose thailitarization of federal agencies beyond traditional law enforcement epetction.

179 / National Security

1. The president and Congress should maintain a foreign policy of peace through strength.
2. We support:

3.

2.1. A secure United States border

2.2. A strong national defense poliagncouraging efficient use and accountability of tax dollars while eliminating waste;

2.3. A national securityolicy that prioritizes protecting the Nation's food, fiber, water supply, critical agricultural materials and
fuel;

2.4. U.S. military personnel always being under the direct command of U.S. military commanders;

2.5. The provision of easily accessible medical care and compensation for health complications resulting from active duty for &
veteranof foreign wars or conflicts or after actions required of those wars and conflicts;

2.6. Amending the 2008 National Defense Authorization Act to provide all reservists (including the Nationgl v@tracdedit
for every dayof active service, regardless of the fiscal year, retroactive to September 11, 2001, to be applied towards a
reduction in the reserve military retirement age, for those who have attained 20 good years of service;

2.7. The continuation of Reserve Qféir's Training Corps programs (RO)I& high school, college and university levels;

2.8. Coordination between USDand Department of Homeland SecufibHS) on issues affecting agriculture;

2.9. Action that would bring about a global ban on land mines

2.10.Proof of enroliment and attendance in class for every foreign national, in the U.Stunleiat visawhile in the United
States;

2.11.Reconsideration of the rules and regulations by DHS concerning national incident management systems as they apply to
rural communities of 10,000 people or less;

2.12.The Foreign Agents Registration Amting revamped to place more stringent regulations on lobbyists representing foreign
interests;

2.13.A national comprehensive energglicy that will reduce the nation's dependence on foreign sources of gnergy

2.14.Provisions from the DHS and the U.S. Coast Guard to permifnamsportation Worker Identification Credential2A
workers entry into a U.S. Port facility with an escort or visual identification (i.e. vest) in order to deliver raw agricultural
commodities to a commodity facility located within a U.S. Port;

2.15.The use of leasegeements designed to allow land to remain in agriculture for a specific number of years rather than in
perpetuity, for buffer areas around military basesd

2.16.Government entities sharing background and fingerpeitwnds among agencies for licensing services to reduce
duplication.

We oppose:

3.1. Massive land expansion proposals at several U.S. military déasesguisition is approved, provisions mustgrevided to
assure the preservation or replacement by the federal government of the tax revenues in those taxing districts affected by
such acquisitions;

3.2. U.S. military personnel being used as a United Nations police force or in areaswehleave no vital interest;

3.3. Any legislative or regulatory action, by DHS that will result in undue restrictions on agriculture;

3.4. Assessing registration fees on farmers who are required to register with the DHS foemmoptrer agricultural inputs
stored on farm; and

3.5. The U.S. Air Force expansion of the Powder River Training Complex.

SECTION 2 - FARM POL ICY / TRADE

COMMODITIES

201/ Apple Industry

1.

2.

Emphasis should be placed on assisting the apgiestry to remain economically viable by:

1.1. Challenging agricultural researchersriorease work aimed at enhancing profitability;

1.2. Expanding efforts to explore market opportunities for agptevers; and

1.3. Addressing disadvantages 19rS. producers that have been created through trade agreements and trade policy, that provid
unfair advantages to foreign competitors in domestic and foreign markets, especially in the aregutapplecentrate.

We support:

2.1. Continued funding of fire blight and pelsarvest appleesearch;

2.2. Expansion of U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) purchases of apples for use in domestic food pragdams

2.3. USDA updating the grade standafdsapples so the Risk Management Age(RWA) can utilize current industry
standards in crop insurance



202 / Cotton

1. We support:

1.1. Instrument classing of cottpn

1.2. The continued development, improvement and further refinement of adssing equipment and procedures;

1.3. Elimination of the classer assignment of color as the official color grade;

1.4. Adoption of high volume instrumefidVI) color as the official color grade;

1.5. Producers having the option to have cottbfi classed by module/trailer averaging or individual bale;

1.6. Reevaluation of cottograde standards to assure that these standards accurately reflect the value, afitoipacial
emphasis given to low micronaire and other grade discounts;

1.7. Monitoring "cottonflow" rules and oppose any changes that would penalize the producer;

1.8. The cottorresearch and promotion program;

1.9. The cottordivision of USDA's Agricultural Méketing Services making the cottolassification information available to
farmers electronically while retaining its identity and privacy;

1.10.Classing offices maintaining its emphasis on timely, accurate aheéffestive service;

1.11.Full funding of the Boll Weevil Eradication ProgrdBWEP) and of the Pink Bollworm Eradication Program
1.11.1.The Secretary of Agriculture expediting the availability of appropriated low interest revolving funds that are used to

facilitate the expansion of the BWEP;
1.11.2.Continuation of The Farm Service Agermllection of funds (under state authority), certification of cotoreage,
assistance in conducting referendums and making fiseips available for the BWEP;

1.11.3.Allowing cottonto be grown for education and agritourissilong as it is under BWEP supervision;
1.11.4.Working with Mexico to control weevil populations along the-M8xico border; and
1.11.5.Developing a means to assure the boll weevil remains suppressed outside the borders of the U.S.;

1.12.Continued monitoring fothe Step Iompetitiveness program and technical changes to limit foreign imports of edtéon
domestic prices of cottoere at relatively low levels;

1.13.The appointment of an advisory committee by the Secretary of Agriculture to study the daily spot market quotations to
develop a mechanism for discovering theetvalue of quality differences at the producer level;

1.14.Research to minimize shrinkage problems with coptaducts;

1.15.The agoing research, further adoption and full commercialization of-ldiwegossypol cottonseddr the cottorindustry,
which would further enhance market opportunities for cattdhe livestock sector

1.16.A Federal Crop Insurance replant rigieovision;

1.17.Research funding dedicated to Fusarium Race 4; and

1.18.The cottormarketing loan at a minimum of 52 cents per pound.

203 / Honey and Apiculture

1. We suppot.

1.1. Development of a national standard of identity for hoeynclude identification of all additives and/or adulterations;

1.2. Allowing honeybees to be placed on governmentned or managed lands;

1.3. Programs that increase the availability and additional planting ehogious pollinator foragen private and government
owned or managed lands;

1.4. Adequate funding for regionaHlipcated Agricultural Research Service hobeg research centers;

1.5. Funding for research to find practical, effective methods to control or reduce bee pests and disease, prioritizing Varroa
mites;

1.6. Programs at the federal and state level totfask evaluation and registration of effective compounds and management
techniques to enable beekeepers to have alternative control strategies and materials;

1.7. Development of specific domestic (state and federal) quarantine protocols for all lifecftdgehoneybee to ensure the
protection of U.S. honelgees from diseases, pests and parasites that could be introduced into the country by accompanyin
importation of foreign stocks;

1.8. A stateled, voluntary Pollinator Stewardship Program that emphasizes increased stakeholder communication and educati
increased research in Best Management Pragi3¥®) standards, and promotion of the Bee Ftamtification program;

1.9. The continued use of drugs currently used by beekeepers and available over the counter for the control of American and
European Foulbrood untihere is a protocol in place; and

1.10.Programs to provide stability for the domestic bee industry which can help assure adequate pollination of all crops.

2. We oppose imported honé&ging blended with domestimneyand marketed as a domestic product.

204 / Industrial Hemp

1. We support the production, processing, commercialization and utilization of industriabinelntipat it be regulated by USDA
rather than the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA).
2. We support legislation to amend the Controlled SubstActéo exclude industrial hemp
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205 / Maple
1. We support:

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

Continuation of testing to detect adulteration of pure mppducts;

Reinstatement of projects at federal forest laboratories aimed at developingtoekleith higher sugar content and
techniques for cdmol of damaging insects and fungus root rot diseases;

An aggressive national and state effort to halt the spread afiatore pathogens and pests which endanger agricultural
production, such as the Asian Long Horrigmktle (ALB). Measures specific to ALB should include:

1.3.1. A ban on untreated wood products and packing materials from countries with known populations of ALBs;
1.3.2. Monitoring all importedvood products;

1.3.3. Funding for research on methods to halt the spread of ALBs; and

1.3.4. Creating an information hotline for ALBs so sightings can be promptly reported to USDA,

Action by the U.S. Forest Service to:

1.4.1. Reduce the required application process to 90 days for utilizing public forest land,;

1.4.2. Waive the requirement for an environmeritapact study;

1.4.3. Waive the cost of a public hearing; and

1.4.4. Establish per tap costs that reflect regional market conditions.

206 / Peanuts

1. We support:

2.

1.1
1.2.
1.3.
1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

The efforts of growers and USDA to develop expanded exparkets for peanuts

A base grade for farmetock peanutsf 71;

USDA only being allowed to offer peandts disposition for crushing and not for edible use after the expiration of the nine

month loan period;

The national seasonal average price to calculate any potential price loss coverage (PLC) being based on type and not the

current national seasonal weighted average price;

A marketing loan program for peantist:

1.5.1. Allows the option of marketing loan initiation through either the USDA Farm Service Agency or by a cooperative
marketing association; and

1.5.2. Issues Commodity Credit Corporatioertificates to eligible growers.

Efforts to keep peanut smitbm entering the United States from other countries.

We oppose:

2.1

2.2,

Creation of free trade zon&x peanutsvhich would allow peanut kernels andshell peanutto be imported into the

United States in excess of limits set forth in the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade and the North American Free
Trade Agreement; and

The Farm Service Agency diging a service fee for handling warehouse receipts for peplastsd under loan.

207 / Soybeans and Other Oilseeds
1. We support:

1.1.
1.2.

National programs for domestically produced soybgaifseedsand related product promotion and research; and
Increased efforts to speed the release of varieties resistant to Asian Soybean Rust

208 / Specialty Crops

1.
2.

Specialty cropsare an integral part of U.S. agriculture.
We support:

2.1
2.2,
2.3.
2.4,
2.5,

The inclusion of a specialty crofifle in future farm bills;

Additional research into harvest and cultural practices;

Expanded disease and pest research programs and improved pest exclusion programs;

Funding to promote market expansion of Lh&duced specialty cropand

The Concord grape industry developing and financing a termed stopgap profit/loss subsidy program to mitigate the impac
of producer losses as the result of an updion market

209 / Sugar

1. We support:

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

A program to protect the interests of domestic spgaducers and recomme that any appropriate legislation should
include provisions that ensure a strong and economically viable domestigraligsry;

Retention of the current loan rate as a minimum;

Elimination of the marketing assessment fee(s) or loan forfeiture penalties;
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2.

1.4. Increased research and development funding febased energy and blmased products utilizing sugenops;

1.5. USDA publishing monthly USDAvalidated reports on Mexico sugasnsumption, production, processing, exports,
imports, and noffiood use, similar to reports alable in the United States;

1.6. Maintaining the current 2014 sugamovisions in the next farm bill; and

1.7. Domestic allocations should be distributed to stdigam domestically produced cane or beets to their respective sectors
before increasing import allocations.

We encourage both the U.S. and Mexico to continue discussions to develop a workalpecgrgar.

210/ Table Wine

1.

We support allowing farm wineries to:

1.1. Sell wineon premises;

1.2. Sell, deliver and ship wingirectly to consumers off premises in any state, subject to a state's minimum legal age
requirements; and

1.3. Sell, deliver and ship wingirectly to retail stores and restaurants.

211/ Tobacco

1.

2.

We support:

1.1. Tobacco production solutions which protect the growers;

1.2. The maintenance of an active USDA Tobacco Advisory or similar committee eefirgsthe tobacco industry to address
the new issues facing growers;

1.3. Industry options for grading standards, similar to grain and livestock, so there is an equitable way of grading anadrpricing f
Crop insurance purposes;

1.4. Establishment of procedures to prevent biotech tobacco from being commingled with traditional tobacco;

1.5. Legislation allowing states to retain 100 percent of their master settlement agreement dollars and we encourage every stg
Farm Bureau to pursue 50 percent of their respective state's funds for strengthening their agricultural economy;

1.6. Strict enforcement of state laws which prohibit the sale of tobaetigaeetts and vapor products to minors and packaging
liquid nicotine products in child proof containers;

1.7. All substances or ingredients ircegarettes or vapor products falling under the same regulatory oversight as domestic or
imported tobacco; as well as inspection, labetind taxation

1.8. USDA collecting data and issuing reports on tobacco acreage, production and prices received by tobacco type. We
encourage accurate reporting in the Ag Census of all tobacco acres, in all states;

1.9. Tobacco grower cops;

1.10.Legislation to eliminate imported tobacco from being exported as U.S. tobacco;

1.11.Universal good agricultural practices (GAP) training;

1.12.A two-tiered crop insurance program for tobaedth the base rate being available for all tobacco. The second tiarguy
level would include tobacco grown under contract;

1.13.All tobacco be reported on form 578 to the Farm Service Agency

1.14.All tobacco producers participate in a GAP certification program; and

1.15.FDA regulation of tobacco be limited to processing and distribution.

We oppose:

2.1. GAP fees or assessnistbeing the responsibility of the grower;

2.2. Any agency banning flavorings or ingredients that are necessary for the manufacture of tobacco products; and

2.3. Lowering the regulatory permissible levels of naturally occurring compauartddacco products if those levels are
currently unattainable through plant breeding, production practices and/or the curing process.

CROP INSURANCE / RISK MARKETING

220 / Basis Areas and Trangortation

1.

We support research into the delivery location, pricing and other factors associated with grain marketing so producers may
receive the best possible price for their crop.

221/ Commodity Futures and Options

1.

32

Commaodity futures and optiotisading serves a useful purpose for a number of commaodities by providing a means to transfer
certain types of risk. Other commodities should be included where needagxistssearch shows futures and optioading
would be beneficial.
We support:
2.1. Maintaining the integrity of all U.S. commodity futures and optiexshanges as a pricing mechanism by the members of
the exchanges and their overseeing governing bodies. Such integrity includes consistent convergence between cash price
delivery points and futures prices at contract expiration;



3.

2.2. Stict enforcement of regulatory laws;

2.3. Regular review and strengthening when necessary of the Commodity Exchange Act and Commodity Futures Trading
CommissionCFTC) regulations which deal with the use, investment and reporting of segregated customer funds to protec
and preserve the value of individual margin accounts;

2.4. The use of ofiexchange agricultural trade option contracts in commoditketiag, which would include complete risk
disclosure, vendor integrity and the opportunity for cash settlement of the option;

2.5. Providing educational programs for producers to learn about risk management tools and working with commaodity buyers t
offer agricultural trade option contracts;

2.6. Maintaining agricultural representation on the CFTC;

2.7. Encouraging CFTC to require additional delivery points and assure an adequate delivery system;

2.8. State Farm Bureaus and their affiliated marketing agencies encouraging the expansion of forward pricing services based |
futures and optionand strengthening current programs;

2.9. Worldwide electronidrading at U.S. commodity exchanges

2.10.Expanded use of miffutures contracten all commodity exchanges

2.11.Changes in current futures contra€tesearch shows that such changes will result in maintaining or increasing liquidity of
the market;

2.12.Increasing oversight by CFTC of fues exchanges and floor traders to ensure that integrity of these markets is maintained
and to curb practices that result in manipulation or artificial price swings;

2.13.CFTC requiring that all participants, buyers, and selletsarcommodities futures business be registered and easily
identified by CFTC;

2.14.CFTC publishing futures and optiopesitions held by institutions that both report production data and activelyrtaket
positions;

2.15.Reviewing pricesetting mechanisms in order to make recommendations for the most effective price discovery systems for
identity-preservedyrains;

2.16.The governing body of the commodity exchangestinuing to establish predetermined, publicized limits for commodity
trading and margins at various market price levels for each commodity;

2.17.Conducting a review and actively participating in the reauthorization of the Comesdakchange Act. That review will
seek to minimize price manipulation and ensure the markets are effective as a price discovery mechanism given the
increasing levels of contract production;

2.18.Commodity exchangdsaving an active and viable agriculture advisory committee;

2.19.Regular and thorough review @FTC and commodity markets;

2.20.Research for the development of effective risk management tools for hedging input costs;

2.21.The use of marketing toots other marketing alternatives;

2.22.Hedgeto-arrive contracts being honored when used as a marketing tool that ensures delivery of the commodity on the
contract and has a set delivery date. Those entering into agreements or contracts shouléhbke Hetdheir own actions;
and

2.23.For futures contractwhere physical delivery is an option, efforts being made to ensure the compliance of delivery to futures
traders remains fully intact.

We oppose:

3.1. Efforts by CFTC to regulate cash grain;

3.2. Efforts to combine CFTC and the Securities Exchange Commiasbisupport regulation of the commodity futures
business by CFTC; and

3.3. Efforts by the commodity exchangscharge a fee for delayed market quotes.

222 | Federal Marketing and Bargaining Legislation

1.

We support the enactment of a comprehensive federal marketidgegaining actThis legislation should be available to

producers in all states if they desire to organize marketing associatidrperate withithe provisions of the act. It should

establish procedures for:

1.1. Defining bargaining units;

1.2. Accrediting associations to bargain as exclusive agents for all predhgrabers of bargaining units;

1.3. Good faith bargaining between acctediassociations, handlers and processors;

1.4. Establishing minimum requirements and rights in the operation of accredited associations; and

1.5. Resolving bargaining impasses by mediation and arbitragi@njoint settlement committee utilizing the principle of final
offer selection.

We support enactment of legislation to amend the Agricultural Fair Practices Act to allow state marketing asgociations

represent all producers of a commodity under the majority rule concept and require handlers to recognize and deal with

associations of producers.

223 | Federal Marketing Orders

1.

Federal marketing ordeshould be designed to provide for orderly marketing and an even flow of high quality products to
consumers.
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We support the issuance, for industry vote, of any new federal marketing order for promotion, education aedeadsrly

marketing under the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, which meets the following criteria:

2.1. Be paid for and controlled by producers; within the bounds of the court;

2.2. Be used to maintain and expamdrkets;

2.3. Provide opportunity for new producers to enter the industry;

2.4, Contain a provision for periodic review through referenda to determine if the producers covered by an order favor its
continuation;

2.5. Allow a minority of producers to petition for a rehearing or a new referendum

2.6. Cover commodities which are produced for the same general market irrespective of the production area;

2.7. Provide that rejection of a proposed amendment shall not result in termination of the entire order; and

2.8. Provide for termination of an existing order only by producer referendum

Orde's should not be used to control production directly, establish closed markets, maintain artificially high prices or collect

funds for the purchase of agricultural products for diversion purposes.

Marketing ordergor commodities produced for processing should not require processor approval when confined to raw

agricultural products. We support an amendment to the act to permit the development of orders for any agricultural commodity

and ts products when producers request it.

We urge USDA to be a strong advocate of federal marketing okersppose the delegation of USDA's authority to any other

agency and any efforts to weaken the act.

Marketing ordershould be implemented on a timely basis once approved by growers.

In federal marketing order referendums, the members of a nonprofit agricattop@rative marketing association should be

informed of the intended position of the cooperative before the blogsvekercised. Boards of directors of agricultural

cooperatives shuld be allowed to vote for their members on marketing order questions, provided each member is given the righ

to cast his own ballot in any referendum

224 | Marketing Philosophy

1.

34

We should work aggressively to see that farm producers receive maximum profitable prices for their commodities. We reaffirm
our belief in the laws of supply and demand and the free and open movement of the nohitsgpréces. Every educational
means available should be used to educate farmers and ranchers on the principles ofaieragdeagriculture. Land grant
colleges should be funded to develop and implement thisaéidnal goal.
We support:
2.1. Legislation to require payment in full within 30 days of sale for all agriculture commodities, unless otherwise agreed to by
the seller, at all levels of the agricultural marketing chain;
2.2. The principle of keeping farfto-consumer channels open;
2.3. Efforts to ensure open markets to all producers;
24. Legi sl ation prohibiting states from i mposi ngprgoucts;duct i o
2.5. An improved USDA commaodity price reportisgstem based upon required price reportindirst purchasers. USDA
should establish a mechanism to monitor and report changes in theofaomsumer price spread for commaodities;
2.6. Developments in electronic marketing and encourage emnbars to use them where possible; and
2.7. Providing valueadded marketing opportunities for farm producers and encouraging of the use of U.S. farm products; and
2.8. Funding for the Value Added Agricultural Product Market Development Grarglpognoducers develop vahaglded
enterprises.
We will continue to oppose the efforts of any group which, by force or intimidation, would deny buyers the freedom df choice
the marketplace. We oppose the use of slotting faaslic institutions should be required to buy domestic agricultural products
when they are available.
We continue to take aggressive steps to investigate and solve national and international marketing problems through the
expansion of egsting marketing projects and the development and implementation of new programs where feasible.
We will:
5.1. Monitor the current changes in marketing practices for many farm commodities which are moving from produaar to buy
without entering the open market, but are being produced and marketed to contractual specifications;
5.2. Determine the need for any necessary legislation to ensure that farmers engaging in contract paoductioketing are
adequately protected;
5.3. Assist individual member producers in their efforts to negotiate fair and equitable production contracts by:
5.3.1. Developing an information clearinghouseand glossary of terms for production contracts;
5.3.2. Working with commaodity groups developing a list of negotiators available for individual member producers to
contact in assisting them iegotiating production contracts;
5.3.3. Seeking legislation to limit production contract nondisclosure provisions;
5.3.4. Educating producers about the risks involved with buyers call provisions and ensuring that these prowisitens inc
5.3.4.1Specific delivery periods with negotiated final delivery date;
5.3.4.2Payments to seller if delivery period exceeds original contracted delivery period or if buyer "calls" for
delivery prior to the contracted delivery fmet; and



6.

5.4.

5.5.
5.6.

5.7.
5.8.
5.9.

5.3.4.3Pricing ability to and beyond delivery;

5.3.5. Support farmers' ability to choose arbitratiomediation or a civil trial in any and aligpputes between farmers and
agribusinesses. We therefore support legislation that prohibits clauses in agricultural marketing or production
contracts that require farmers to submit to arbitragiod give up rights to mediation or a civil trial;

Study the establishment of a mechanism to provide education and information for farmers engaged in contract production

and marketing;

Continue to investigate and evaluate new concepts that will allow the market to give accurate economic signals;

Encourag seed and chemicabmpanies to include local elevatimshe premium structure, thus making specialty crops

available to more farmers;

Aid farmers in forming small local producing groups that could aid farmers in capturing specialty production premiums;

Encourage companies that c@mut with producers to offer them stock purchases or profit sharing; and

Publicly urge all parties who have entered into commodity marketing agreements to fulfill those agreements, despite

changes in the prices for the commodity so caéh

We believe that the marketing of grain should remain in the hands of private individuals and organizations. We oppose the
formation of any new interstate grain compact.

225 | Risk Management/Crop Insurance

1. Crop/Revenue Insurance

1.1.
1.2.

USDA should not change compliance policy pertaining to conservation\pithmit an open comment period.

We support:

1.2.1. The availability of crop yield and/or revenue insurance for all producers of all crops, aqudaigaiozk and
poultry in the country;

1.2.2. Taking all necessary steps to include fursiorigated ricein the traditional crop insurance program;

1.2.3. The development of new risk management programs to supplement or be an alternative to cummedtfotape
livestockinsurance programs;

1.2.4. Annual reviews to ensure proper premium ratings that are actuarially sound by crop, county and state;

1.2.5. Continuation of the federal government financial support, at a percent not less than current levelprégr#m
with the private sector continuing to serve as the primary deliverer of insurance;

1.2.6. Continuation of everyone being eligible for the program, regardless of size of the operation or payments;

1.2.7. Improved risk manageemt education programs;

1.2.8. Providing producers of all crops options for various insurance products that accurately reflect individual risk
considerations regardless of emarket designation when making crop insurance purchasing decisions;

1.2.9. The ability of an insurance provider to bring new technology and innovation to the crop insurance industry;

1.2.10.Requiring clear delineation during the sales and billing processes to distinguish between federal crop insurance
policies and private company add products;

1.2.11.Development of crop revenue policies that provide coverage for all grain quality discounts, including unmarketable
grain and grain damaged by acts of nature, for producers that follow gouddapractices determined by the Risk
Management AgencfRMA). Discount factors must be comparable to the level of discounts experienced by
producers in the market;

1.2.12.Losscalculations utilizing quality standards recognized in the marketplace;

1.2.13. Actual Production History (APH) not being affected when a crop is unable to be planted and prevented planting
payments are accepted;

1.2.14. APH reflecting actuayield with no reduction for quality losses;

1.2.15. Alteration of crop insurance grain quality adjustments to reflect USDA grain inspstdiotiards. When verifying
crop quality loss adjustmentsampling and inspection conducted by state or federally licensed elgrating to a
"marketable" quality product should be accepted proof of loss;

1.2.16.Revising loss adjustmemrocedures for aflatoxin/vomitoxioy multiplying the Quality Adjustment Factor (QAF)
by the crop insurance price instead of bushels delivered;

1.2.17.Updating planting dates and replanting dates to better reflect variety maturity, growing season length, Land Grant
University or processor recommendations, geographic areas and watfigions. We also suppdtexibility to
allow the secretary of agriculture to adjust planting and harvest dates, with loss protection for changing those dates
provided to private companies. All crop acreage reporting dates should be a minimum of 30 days after the actual
plantingdate;

1.2.18.Payment reduction of 65 percent for haying and grazing a cover crop before October 1st on prevented planting
acres;

1.2.19.Changes to RMA qualifications of a beginning farfiem 5 years to coincide with Farm Service Agency (FSA)
qualification of 10 years;

1.2.20. Special provisions for seanops requiring pollinator rows for sepdduction;

1.2.21.Removing mandatory harvest requirements from federal crop insurance claim provisions;

1.2.22.Planting and harvesting technologies being accepted for compliance for crop insuradesignition;

1.2.23.Coordination of rules between the RMA and the FSA to allow for proper differentiation between irrigated-and non
irrigated tracts within a farm;
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1.2.24.Federal crop insurancea@gnizing FSA figures and maps;

1.2.25.Changes to RMA standards that allow more than one tract, in lieu of more than one FSA farm serial number, to
qualify for Enterprise Units;

1.2.26.A crop insurance program whidtffers replant benefits that accurately reflect actual cost of replanting the damaged
crop;

1.2.27.Simplifying application, reporting and claim procedures by promoting flexibility in the process and communication
between agentsdjusters, FSA and others;

1.2.28.A program which requires consistent interpretation and implementation of all federal crop insurance provisions,
especially Prevented Planting provisions;

1.2.29. Allowing acreageeporting revisions based on accurate FSA certification;

1.2.30.Timely adjustment and payment of claims;

1.2.31.RMA requiring approved insurance providers (AIP) to compensate a producer in the amount of 18 pencaint An
Percentage Rate (APR), should the company not settle a claim within 60 days;

1.2.32.The APH staying with the land,;

1.2.33.Requiring RMA claim guidelines to take into consideration economic justification wheivBesgement Practices
are used to determine treatment thresholds and timeliness of applications;

1.2.34.Having RMA change the test weight "reduction in value" discaunbrn back to original regional levels;

1.2.35.The exclusion of crop losses caused by other parties' negligence in the calculation of APHSs;

1.2.36.Farm owner/operator choice to combine or separate farms, trdiismrather than being designated as a single
farm unit;

1.2.37.The structuring of crop insurance policies so that premiums do not continue to increase for producers whose APH
yields are lowered due to muitear losses;

1.2.38. Allowing new producers and/or beginning farmén use county RMA averages instead of thgeld when
establishing yield for federal crop insurance;

1.2.39.Adjustingcrops at or below harvest cost to be considered a zero level of production;

1.2.40.The removal of "production to count” from all crop insurance policies;

1.2.41.USDA developing standard production evidence procedardsoth FSA and crop insurance purposes;

1.2.42.Making Area Risk Protection Insurance (ARPI) policies available in all counties;

1.2.43.Requiring USDA to release the individual county final yield averages needé@dRfl policies one month prior to
the deadline for the crop insurance sales closing date for the federal crop insurance program;

1.2.44.Using actual production yields rather than NASS susuelds to catulate ARPI insurance policies;

1.2.45.Requiring crop insurance agents to receive training and pass a written examination on each specific crop they wist
to be certified to sell;

1.2.46.Abolishing or modifying the "pe-in-three" rule that requires a farmer to plant and harvest a particular program crop
at least one out of three years in a field in order for that crop to be eligible for crop insurance;

1.2.47.Exempting a year that is declared a disafrom the "onén-three" calculation;

1.2.48.A crop insurance policy provision to provide coverage due to regulation of a quarantined disease;

1.2.49.Trend Yield adjustments for all insurable commodities;

1.2.50.Provisions that allow increasing APH when adopting new technologies such as drip irrigation

1.2.51. Allowing harvested apples and peaches, regardless of the inteseled be counted toward yield and APH;

1.252Reducing the | egal wei ght for one bushel of appl es
Apple Crop Insurance Provisions;

1.2.53.Elimination of the "staged prodtion guarantee

1.2.54.Making permanent the emergency rule allowing winter cover crops to be harvested in the spring without
jeopardizing crop insurance eligibility for the primary crop planted after the winter crop is harvested;

1.2.55. Adopting conservation practices to control soil and nutrient loss on acres that are eligible to receive prevented
planting myments;

1.2.56.Requiring crop insurance premium due dates to be set based on harvest zone times and due when crops are
harvested, not before;

1.2.57.A producer receiving an APH based on the settlement yield whanrang field is "passed"” for harvest;

1.2.58.Producers who rotate crops being allowed to qualify for county average when calculating yields for the purpose of
federal crop insurance on acres producing crops historically grown irgtearaphic area;

1.2.59. Allowing farmers to separately insure by practice, such as double cropping, irrigatiamigation, or organimon
organicas part of either a basic or an enterprise unit

1.2.60.A farmer receiving a portion of their claim (5® percent) when the toxin leMqualifies the grain as a total loss and
the farmer is eligible for a claim. The balance of the money should be paid when the grain is completely disposed;

1.2.61.A crop insurance program which allows the use of all elevator quatitgr’s conducted by certified graders using
certified testing equipment. These factors include moisture, foreign material, test weight, damaganglaba
enzymeandmycotoxins;

1.2.62.Rule changes that would allow farmers to recover commaodity losses under the crop insurance program if they have
been adversely affected by erroneous information given out by FDA and USDA,

1.2.63.Legislation which strongly addresses crop insurance fraud



1.2.64.The Pasture, Rangeland and Forestry (PRF) program being based on smaller rainfall index quadrants to give each
farm an accurate assessment

1.2.65. Specialty crop insurance products being made available to commodity specific producers who request coverage
provided a survepe conducted of the relant industry;

1.2.66.A study on an insurance premium discount for producers who use new technologies that protect against yield loss;

1.2.67.Payment of crop insurance claims for crop losses caused when autlimtetiti®nally breach a leve® open a
federal control structure;

1.2.68.The continuing availability of crop insurance for tobagududing fields with an acceptable cropatibn
management plan;

1.2.69.Fields used for crop rotation, including forageps, being exempt from the sodbusegulation for crop insurance;

1.2.70.Maintaining upto-date federal rate maps to reflect flood and other risks as accurately as possible;

1.2.71. Development of a crop revenue policy for limited irrigated crops;

1.2.72.A re-evaluation of irrigated Fields to ensure they are more in line with water, use

1.2.73.Changing the tolerance for production yiéd rice from one pound per acre to one dnendredweight (cwt) per
acre;

1.274A crop insurance program that <cover s aandthe@qglicy includas| t
provisions forabnormally late harvest due to adverse weathients

1.2.75.The ability of all states to insure individual blocks of grape varieties;

1.2.76.The current legislatively approved farmer premium discount schedule;

1.277.Acres planted to cover crops managed otro tphreo mootld oswoil
including fall planted crops;

1.2.78.Creation of a stakeholder advisory committee within each RMA regiorieéoffhese committees should be
composed of producers, Approved Insurance Providers (AIPs), agents, adjusters and regional agronomists to advis
policy makers as to possible effect of procedure;

1.2.79.Maintaining a revenubased policy with the opportity to use the Harvest Price Option;

1.2.80.Continuation of the Whole Farm Revenue Protection (WFRP) as a pilot program. Premiums should be based on th
amount of risk. Coverage should be based on ayar Olympic average. The current $1 milliorgadility cap for
animals and animal products, as well as nursery and greenhouse production, should be increased. The minimum
qualifying requirements for the 80 and 85 percent coverage level should be reduced from three to two commodities;

1.2.81. Statelisted noxious weed control requirements be enforced on fields with prevented planting; and

1.2.82.Development of special crop insurance products to compensate farmers for didiidge.

1.3. We oppose:

1.3.1. The public release of crop insurance indemnity payments made to individual producers;

1.3.2. Requiring irrigation after crop failure has occurred,;

1.3.3. The double selling of tobacgmunds through the use of both the open market and contracts when federal tobacco
crop insurance claims are sought. The acreage for tolsagpe on which insurance is paid should be verified to be
destroyed and not allowed to be marketed;

1.3.4. Crop insurance that includes an automatic harvest deduction rather than a calculation by a crop adjuster only for
grape producers;

1.3.5. RMA announcing special provision changes so late in the season that it negateab/@oducers who have
already made plans and rental agreements for the next year's particular crop;

1.3.6. Caps or limits being applied to crop insurance premium assistance to producers;

1.3.7. Means testing and payment limitatidios crop insurance; and

1.3.8. Farmers being charged a farm visit feeverify that a cover crop that includes a frauiid/or vegetablevas not
harvested sa fruitor vegetable

2. Disaster Programs
2.1. We support:

2.1.1. Programs for livestock and tree producers, which include the Livestock Feragem (LFP), the Emergency
Assistance for Livestock, Honey Bees, and F&aisal Fish Program (ELAP), the Livestock Indemnity Program
(LIP), the Tree Assistance Program (TAP), and the Emergency Haying and Grazing of Conservation Reserve
Program(CRP) authorities;

2.1.2. The creation of voluntary risk management products for contracted poultry growers to assist them financially during
disease outbreaks or interruption in the supply of birds;

2.1.3. A federal flood insurance program for grain stored on farms;

2.1.4. Disaster assistance for catastrophic natural disasters that:
2.1.4.1Provides assistance for quantity and quatigses;
2.1.4.2Covers all affected segments of agriculture;
2.1.4.3Does not exclude declared types of natural disasters;
2.1.4.4Provides timely delivery of assistanceda
2.1.4.5Requires recipients to have crop insurance or NAP coverage, if it is available for their commodity;

2.1.5. Not penalizing producers who have purchased higher levels of crop insurance;

2.1.6. The availability of disaster assistance payments for producers who are victims of bioterrorism



3.

2.1.7. Disaster payment determinations based on best available data;
2.1.8. Allocation of disaster assistance by Congress without regard to existing farm program payments;
2.1.9. The ability of aproducer to receive disaster assistance in the year of the disaster even if harvest is scheduled for the
following year;
2.1.10.Disaster coverage for crop losses due to governmental restrictions or pest infestations;
2.1.11.USDA Emergency Loan interest rates being set lower than other USDA loan rates;
2.1.12.Producers who have paid the maximum NAP fee of $750.00 for three specified crops in a county being considered
in compliance for diastefrelated programs and the statement "or any other" crop being included in the policy. The
NAP premium should be pnated to reflect appropriate percentages of crop ownership as stated in the rental
agreement;
2.1.13.Efforts to streamline the FSA NAP insurance program record keeping requirements farropuftirms
2.1.14. Acres planted for conservation programs designed to promote soil health thes@moged by the crop insurance
deadline should be considered "fallofer the following year's crop, including fall planted crops;
2.1.15.NAP coverage for all instances of double crbpgermitted unless a certified crop advisor determines the practice
is not a Best Management Practice; and
2.1.16.Increased funding for livestock disaster assistance programs, such as ELAP. We recommend that poultry disaster
assistance be awthized for growers, including contract growers, and implemented by USDA to cover Avian Flu
production/revenue losses and associated disposal aneugeamsts.
2.2. We oppose livestock producers losing the ability to obtain both PRF andnd¢datinual funding of USDA disaster
programs.
Business Interruption
3.1 We support USDA providing business interruption payments and the availability of private business interruption insurance 1
help manage the risks ofGlass A animal disease outbreak.

FARM POLICY / FARM FROGRAMS

235 / Conservation Reserve Program

1.

3.

38

We support:

1.1. The protectiorof tenant farmers' rights;

1.2. Reasonable limits on participation to protect the economic stability of individual counties or regions; and

1.3. Eligibility for Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) enrollment for highly erodiblepliaoatlicing all crops.

Land that is not environmentally sensitive enough to be placed in the CRP should not be required to have a conservation

complianceplan. Land enrolled in CRP shoube limited to only those sitgpecific locations in critical need of conservation

measures, such as highly erodible lamdregions where working land conservation programs are better for the rural economy,
general whole farrenrollments should be eliminated unless all acres on the farm meet the local criteria for conservation
measures. We favor targeted acreage signups that provide enhanced environmental protection, conservation and renewed
economic opportunities in these ase

We support:

3.1. The current rule limiting CRP acres to 25 percent of the total county crop acres including Conservation Reserve
Enhancement Program (CREP) and all experimental pilot projects except for small acreage enrolled in c@RiRuous
Any waivers in effect when expiring contracts were enrolled should remain in effect, as determined by the appropriate stat
Farm Service Agencgommittee;

3.2. Limitations on participation rates so as not to adveraHgct local farmland rental rates;

3.3. Producers being allowed to maintain their crop bas@ry on CRP acres as long as the producer has met all contract
obligations;

3.4. Tree plantingporograms for sch land;

3.5. Farm land that was enrolled in the old CRP program, planted with approved gsassgd not be required to be plowed
and reseeded. Established grastesild qualify on highly erodible laratcepted in the new CRP sigp;

3.6. Existing grass waterwaymd buffer strips on land with a thrgear crop history should be eligible for continuous CRP
signup. However, acres enrolled in the tionous CRP should not count against county acreage caps;

3.7. The current CRP rule on length of the rental agreement with farmers continue and that at the endyahedifiract the
farmer is given the option of bringing the land back into prédoor bidding it back into the reserve with additional
consideration given to the existing CRP enrollee to rebid their established CRP land;

3.8. Benefits to incentivize the leasing or selling of acres under CRP contracts to beginning;farmer

3.9. Costshare options should be approved to accelerate conservation structure installation in the year prior to CRP contract
expiration;

3.10.Provisions should allow an additional 5 to-yi€ar extension;

3.11.CRP contractshould be allowed to remain as written. There should be no additional restrictions put on the use of the land
when it comes out of the lorrgnge CRP;

3.12.Compensation for land removed from production to provide water quality protection. Such lalttsheligible for CRP.
Producers receiving CRP payments should not be allowed to produce nontraditional crops )loio@&d2 acres because
it provides CRP contract holders an economic advantage over other producers;



3.13.Haying and grazing of CRP acres be permitted at the discretion of the state FSA office in-redatibetior other
emergency situations or as a maintenance management tool in a timely manner;

3.14.That the basic businesses of licensed hurgnegerves be allowed to continue to operate on CRP ground;

3.15.At the end of 3 years of the secondyiar CRP forestry program, the secretary of agriculture should allow producers to
thin the trees at their discretion without forgoing QREments;

3.16.Mandatory control of noxious weeds by local and-sjiecific measures on CRP and CREP lands;

3.17.Contract holders being required, without eslsaire, to mow, spray or burn all CRP plantings prior to the pollination of
noxious weed, including Palmer amaranth, as needed to control their spread;

3.18.Making changes to the accepted management practices that are allowed on filter &tRES. This would include
allowing the strips tod cut and harvested in a timely manner to prevent an adverse effecioti® waters;

3.19.A fire protection plan appropriate for each state be included in all present and future CRP contracts;

3.20.1f CRP payments are reduced or delayed for nioae 60 days, the producer would have the option to withdraw from the
contract without penalty and program crop lsaseuld be restored to their prior level;

3.21.The payment of interest if CRP payments to participants are moreQhaday8 past due;

322Landowners being given six months®d notice by FSA befor
through the termination date;

3.23.The annual controlled burning of CRP land under best managgnaetices (BMP). The landowner and tenant should not
be penalized for such burns;

3.24.Allowing CRP buffer strips to be used for drainatjieh maintenance soil redeposition with subsequent revegetation;

3.25.Altering the qualifications of CRP so that erositsk profile and water quality benefits, not wildlife habitat, would
constitute the primary reason a piece of ground would be selected to participate in CRP;

3.26.Reviewing the water quayi benefits of CRP using credible data;

3.27.Requiring that seed for program acres be free of invasive spéaieed seedsuch as Palmer amaranth; and

3.28.All drains beingeligible for filter strips

4. We believe existing contract holders should have the option to rebid into the program when their contracts expire.rGaficulatio
CRP rental rates should beegamined to ense they mirror, but do not exceed, the rental rates of comparable land in the
immediate area. Rates should be based on the agricultural production value of the land.

5. Contracts for new and +enrolled acres should reflect the following principles:

5.1. Class 1 & 2 land would not be eligible for the general-sigrior CRP, and rent should reflect fair market rental rates of the
county;

5.2. Highly erodible farmland, including both wind and water erosion

5.3. An expansio of the continuous signup CRP to include:

5.3.1. Filter stripsalong waterways

5.3.2. Greater widths of waterwayfSlter strips field borders and riparian buffers;

5.3.3. Setbacks at road intersections;

5.3.4. Crop protection product setbacks around tile inlet structures;

5.3.5. Up to oneacre filter stripsaround standpipes and other intakes where surface atas directly into subsurface
water,

5.3.6. Grassed terraces

5.3.7. Buffers around villages, timbered areas, irrigatieservoirs, pondand stormwater retention basins;

5.3.8. Expanding the statewide allocations on field bordersugrand restoration projects; and

5.3.9. Allowing enroliment of and acceptance of "infeasible to farm" acres (an area that is too small or isolated to be
economically farmed);

5.4. Land retired to enhance air quality

5.5. Full point credit in the Environmental Benefits Indenxder new CRP seeding criteria for current grass stands meeting 75
percent of CRP requirements;

5.6. A partnership with BLM's Wild Horsand Burro program whereby contract holders could receive either a CRP rental
payment or a payment for housing wild haraad burros during all or a portion of the contract;

5.7. Basing the judging criteria for CRP-snroliment on the land's erosipotential as cropland and not on its current erosion
status as CRP; and

5.8. Developing a new CRP contrabiat would allow grazing after five years of enrollment with payments being greatly
reduced each year for the remainin@®years left on the contract.

6. We oppose:

6.1. Producers being eligible to participate in the CRP wigakb up fragile land (sodbust) after the CRP contract has been
accepted by USDA,;

6.2. Requirements to destroy existing cover on CRP acres and reseed with other species in order to qualifiryante the
program;

6.3. Hayingand grazing on CRP acres during the principal growing months, except during times of drought or for maintenance
management. A fee commensurate to the value of the forage should be charged if grazing occurs after the principal growi
months;

6.4. The use of government programs that provide financial incentives for grazing on expiring CRP acres; and



6.5. Any increase in the national acreage cap unless additional acres are tied to continuop$sagtices and to the most
envirormentally sensitive ground.
7. CREP
7.1. We support:
7.1.1. Eligibility for enrollment for all agricultural commodities;
7.1.2. Ensuring CREP practices not jeopardize maintenance, operation and utilfati@mageand flood control systems
or facilities;
7.1.3. Ensuring CREP practices not jeopardize the economic viability of the operation;
7.1.4. The continuation of CREP;
7.1.5. Changesn regulation to allow annual mowing or spraying of all CREP enrolled acres to control noxious weeds; and
7.1.6. Allowing production on acres enrolled in CREP where the purpose is irrigatioement.
8. CRP Grasslands
8.1.1. We support changing CRP grasslands haying and grazing management rules so they are less restrictive and more
flexible for livestock operations.

236 / Environmental Management Systems

1. We support:

1.1. Farmers and ranchers in their effortsseduntarily develop private resource management plans to manage their agricultural
resources while meeting their production, economic and environmental objectives;

1.2. State administration of federal environmental programs and encouragensadtateéy-state basis where feasible. Federal
costshare funds should be available;

1.3. Caodification of resource management plans at the state level being left up to the individual states;

1.4. Administration of state environmentalans being under the state agency or department most directly involved with
agriculture when a confidentialdigssured environmental management system is voluntarily developed in any state;

1.5. Allinformation resulting from an environmtal management system should be confidential and the property of the
individual farmer or rancher. No portion of it should be stored in any government file or database;

1.6. Working to ensure that the Natural Resources ConservatimicB(NRCS) and/or any other government agency shall
advise farmers and ranchers as to the scope of any confidentiality and immunity, or lack thereof, negrdicpegion in
any environmental management system;

1.7. Environmental management systems that are designed to provide positive incentives for producers to manage natural
resources in such a way that it will benefit the environment amtdmomically feasible. The incentives should include
education, technical assistance, esi®ring and acceptable immunity;

1.8. Any changes being made to environmental management systems must be initiated only at the option of the farmer or
rancher. No immunity should be withdrawn or changed without the consent of the owner of the plan;

1.9. When NRCS is involved in resource management planning, the following criteria should guide its actions:

1.9.1. NRCS should caimue to provide traditional technical and educational resource planning programs for farmers and
ranchers if no further action is taken on new forms of environmental management systems; and

1.9.2. NRCS has played an important role for manyrfars and ranchers in better managing natural resources and that
effort should not be lost as program changes are debated;

1.10.The eligibility of all recognized forest products for inclusion in the Leadership in Energy and Environmentalgbesign
building rating system; and

1.11.Adjustment of government support programs for riparian buffer establishment such that these programs can, on a volunta
basis, be utilized iadditional watershedreas.

2. We oppose:

2.1. Resource planning on farms and ranches being codified into federal law unless it is totally and unquestionably proven to k
voluntary, confidential, b&sl on proven performance standards, and providing acceptable immunity for producers who hav
exercised good faith compliance with all applicable laws and regulations;

2.2. Attempts by state or federal agencies to developvatuntaryenvironmental management systems as a regulatory or
permitting framework;

2.3. Implementation of commercial fertilizenanagement plans or whole farm mamagst plans to address natural resource
concerns on our farms; and

2.4. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ban on planting biotech crops and the use of neonicotinoid insecticides on public lands

237 [ National Conservation and Environmental Policy

1. We supportinproving the environment by enhancing conservation, wise uspraddctivity of our natural resources through
private ownership, individual freedom and markdented approaches as our most important conservation and environmental
goal and aonsistent londerm national conservation and environmental patteyuld be pursued that would:

1.1. Recognize the importance of improving agricultural productivity, while maintaining a productive natural resource base;
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1.2. Ensure individual freedoms including the right to own and use privapepy;

1.3. Balance economic and social costs with real environmental benefits;

1.4. Encourage voluntary, local and incentivased approaches that rely on market solutions and/or perforinaseed
approaches in which outcome® avelldefined, identifiable, verifiable and realistic;

1.5. Focus conservation programs and dollars on soil and water conservation and protection;

1.6. Base decisions on sound, scientific principles and-pmaewed science;

1.7. Recognize that education and technical assistance are key components needed to achieve conservation and environmen
goals and objectives;

1.8. Recognize farmers and ranchers as stewards to the land and protectors of eimenemgjr

1.9. Minimize potential loss of acres from fencing restrictions adjoining waterways, creeks, ponds and lakes;

1.10.Compensate farmers and ranchers at fair market $@alw@nvironmental or regulatory costs that contribute to the public
good;

1.11.Minimize government intervention in agricultural production and private resource management;

1.11.1. Allow local Natural Resources Conservation Ser¢ylBRCS) personnel working directly with farmers in
coordinating the repair of damage (from normal farming practices) to fields with a highly erodible land (HEL)
designation. NRCS should consider field condition limitasi before imposing penalties for rommpliance;

1.11.2.Provide greater flexibility for farmers in receiving technical assistance from government agencies for conservation
practices and programs to help farmers and landowners comply with federal ementahregulations;

1.11.3.The current assistance cap for orggmaoducers;

1.11.4.Limiting USDA to 30 days to make wetland determinations; and

1.11.5.Limiting USDA to a maximum of 90 days for each appeals decision.

We oppose:

2.1. Zero pollution tolerances because they are technically impossible;

2.2. Federal preemption of state water laws

2.3. The use of federal conservation funds fongervation practices on land that is in the process of being developed-for non
agricultural use; and

2.4. Any actions that limit tillage methods

Watershed and streamanagement fees by the Fish and Wildlife Service should not infringe on a producer's ability to build

ponds, till soils or obtain technical assistance. Good faith efforts and adherence to generally accepted farming pxé@ices or

approved conservatiomgrctices should provide immunity from civil and criminal prosecution under environmental statutes.

Conservation and Environmental Program Implementation

4.1. Conservation programs should be implemented in a mannexdhiatves adequate program participation while minimizing
the undue loss of productive farmland that may artificially inflate local farmland and/or rental values.

4.2. Federal conservation programs should fund the building of structures spctliag litter stack houses and composting
facilities. The eligibility requirements for this program should be revised to allow more producers to qualify for the
program.

4.3. NRCS conservation a@renvironmental programs should:

4.3.1. Be controlled and directed locally by farmer committees elected by farmers, and made available to all agricultural
producers. The existing prohibition against funding or reimbursement of existing coimsestatctures should be
removed. Funding should be equally available for repair and replacement of existing conservation structures;

4.3.2. Provide that 80 percent of all USDA conservation funds be targeted for local county use;

4.3.3. Be voluntary, flexible, sitespecific and targeted at specific environmental goals and objectives;

4.3.4. Allow for the flexibility that if a farmer achieves the conservation standard of T, they are eligible to receive increasec
technical assistanceriding;

4.3.5. Make cover crop incentives eligible to all farmers (regardless of cover crop history) with priority given to acres that
provide the most benefit or to first time applicants;

4.3.6. Allow farmers to repair erosiaio their fields without permission;

4.3.7. Require that all information obtained by government agencies on specific individuals or farms be kept confidential
and not made available for public information;

4.3.8. Require only the minimal amount of planning necessary to ensure success taking into account agronomic and
economic factors as well as environmental considerations;

4.3.9. Provide cost share, tax credits or be based on other positimermic incentives; or provide compensation when an
individual's use of property is restricted for the benefit of the public;

4.3.10.Promote broad awareness through demonstration projects, information dissemination, education and technical
assstance;

4.3.11. Allow all entities to receive conservation payments as direct deposits, not as System of Award Management (SAM
payments; and

4.3.12.Provide financial and technical support for safe and effective prescribed burning.

4.4. We support:

4.4.1. In determining Conservation Compliance
4.4.1.1County FSA committees must be involved in good faith determinations and penalties assessed;
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4.4.1.2County FSA committees should receive NRCS technical concurrence before reducing conservation
compliancegood faith penalties;

4.4.1.3Federal and/or state endangespécieseviews or regulations should not be incorporated;

4.4.1.4Farmers should not be held responsible for weathpacts hat cause nenompliance but should achieve
compliance in a timely manner;

4.4.1.5Graduated payment reductions should also apply to wetland violations; and

4.4.1.6The effect of practices in place on adjacent properties should belemtki

4.4.2. Adequate funding for the Environmental Quality Incentive Prodia@iP) for fencing, fresh water and other
livestock programs. Funds should be prioritized and distributed on the local level. NRCS should create geographica
regions within states to determine costéalibor EQIP. The primary emphasis should be water quality, soil
conservation, offiarm alternative energy systsrandanimal feeding operation requirements with secondary
consideration given to innovative practices and wildlife;

4.4.3. Changing NRCS policy to allow an appropriate extension of EQIP contracts in areas that have been designated
federal disasteretlarations (Secretarial or Presidential);

4.4.4. EQIP funding for Wildlife Risk Mitigatiorplans;

4.4.5. The use of longerm agreements to maximize the effectiveness of program benefitsisting programs;

4.4.6. USDA funding for Soil and Water Conservation Districishelp implement conservation practices;

4.4.7. Funding for cosshare programs, including: consultant fees, the Grazing Lands Conservation Initiative, technical
assistance, soil mappigd publicatia of soil survey information. Once a cadtaring practice is completed and
approved by the Farm Service Agenpgyments should be made to the participant within 30 days;

4.4.8. Expandirg the current NRCS practice of providing 30 percent of conservation practice payments up front, to all
farmers;

4.4.9. Allowing an exemption to the NRCS manual for EQIP money to be used for streambank stabilization practices prior
to the adjaceriand's expiration in a Conservation Reserve ProdRP) contract or a Conservation Reserve
Enhancement Program (CREP) contract;

4.4.10.Greater efforts to advance new technadsgivith the use of EQIP and CREP funds to better utilize argerarated
nutrients;

4.4.11.Funding to ensure that landowners are adequately compensated whenever property is used for purposes intended
achieve mandated natural resource goals;

4.4.12.Conservation priority areas shall only be established after consultation with local conservation district boards and
producers. Federal funding for cesdtare under the EQIP should be available for sfeomh conservation projects
previausly funded under the agricultural conservation program and be expanded to include cost sharifegrfor on
dam building and other projects for water conservation to be used for livestock and irrigation

4.4.13. A technical certification process and sufficient funding for private sector conservation technicians in which certified
technicians would be able to develop and revise conservation ptange al required plans and services to farmers
within six months of request and install and certify conservation practices. Farmers should be able to work with theil
NRCS district conservationist to develop the conservation plan required by the 2002 farmh bdt &e required to
hire the service of a technical service proviiegP). We urge NRCS to streamline the Comprehensive Nutrient
ManagemenPlan(CNMP) process and TSP certification;

4.4.14.Development of markdtased incentives, pollution permit tradiag alternatives to government prescriptjons

4.4.15.Preparation of a list identifying existing state and federal environmentahtiegs/requirements which impact
agriculture;

4.4.16.Legislative protection for landowners from liability resulting from malfunctions of terratestures or other
mandates fogovernment regulations;

4.4.17.Tree plantingas a permanent and economical soil conservation practice that protects marginal, fragile or highly
erodible land. In areas along streams and rivers where trees present a hazard of creating debris after a flooding eve
NRCS should instead prioritize ugagf reed canary grass, tall fescue or other waterant perennial grasses

4.4.18.Funding and maintaining the Forest Land Enhancement Program

4.4.19.Funding for the Conservation Stewardship Progf@®P) withgreater accessibility to farmers;

4.4.20.Annual open enrollment for the CSP with shortened contracts if funding for the program cannot fully accommodate
all applicants;

4.4.21.A farmer being allowed to opt out of CSP requirementsautipenalty if the contract is not fully funded;

4.4.22.CSP eligibility based on best management practiegdading IPM

4.4.23.Enrollment in conservation programs without a requirement-teegel existing perennial naroxious cover to meet
diversity goals;

4.4.24.Grasshndand farmland protection program

4.4.25.Funding for rehabilitation and maintenance for flood prevention sites through low interest loans and grants;

4.4.26.The commercial use of umanned air systems for natural resource management;

4.4.27.That twastageditchesand land used for their construction be eligible for conservation program funding;

4.4.28.EQIP projects (contracts) for alternative mortality disposal facilities (composting ahéfts mechanical
composters) be eligible for approval/funding as soon as livestock placement commitments are proven and
construction has begun; and



4.4.29.An exemption from the current thrgrear payment limit for the same practice under EQIP for pecthat benefit
wildlife and have a continual cost to the farmer or rancher implementing them.

4.5. We recommend NRCS guidelines and approval processes for building farmshomndt be the accepted standard without
intervention by other government agencies.

4.6. We recommend the federal guidelines on building of farm and ranch ponds be relaxed to allow for the construction of mor
ponds. We recommendore costsharing for pond construction.

4.7. We recommend that distribution of federal funds be simplified and more accessible; moreover, funds should be distributec
by county or state entities, when possible.

4.8. We recommend NRCS refning under USDA and acting as a aagulatory mediatoon behalf of producers in
environmental compliance issues with regulatory agencies

4.9. We believe farmers should only be required to complete practices related to an EQIP funded project, not all practices in a
CNMP, to be in compliance with an EQIP contract.

238 / National Dairy Program

1. We support:

1.1. A marketoriented national dairy prograthat allows U.S. producers to competaiworld market based on fair and open
trade policies;

1.2. An expanded role for markets and private enterprise in establishing prices for all classes of milk;

1.3. A competitive pay price;

1.4. Modifications in the~ederal Milk Marketing Ordestructure, formulas and price classes used to compute milk prices in
order to better reflect current market cdimtis and enhance transparency and take into account the regional differences in
the cost of milk production and incorporate multiple component pricing into all classes of milk; an economic analysis prior
to any major revisions to the number of milk classeFederal Milk Marketing OrderThis analysis should include
economic impacts to the dgiindustry and farmer income;

1.5. Efforts to manage milk supply which account for the regional differences in fluid milk demand and supply;

1.6. Legislation that treats imports milk protein concentrates, ultfdtered milk and casein equivalent to and consistent with
the importation of similar dairy products;

1.7. Implementation of the California standards for sehdstfat in fluid milk at the national level,

1.8. Plain and flavored whole milk be required to contain a minimum of 3.5 percent butterfat;

1.9. A national program for dairy product promotion, research and nutrition education and the U.S. DairyCBxpoit;

1.10.USDA moving more aggressively on the collection of promotion fees on all U.S. and imported dairy products including
milk protein concentrates;

1.11.Any changes needed to facilitatee tlongterm market development of vakaelded products;

1.12.A national dairy plant security program to enhance a producer's ability to recover losses due to the financial faikure of mil
handlers or cooperativesll those procuring milk from producers should be included in the program;

1.13.Research to determine a “effect” level for any antibioticand aflatoxins in milk according to Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) standards;

1.14.Uniform testing procedures for antibiotiaad aflatoxins that detect lesedccording to FDA standards;

1.15.Regulations which provide for and require the inspection of all imported dairy products at the port of entry;

1.16.Banning the sale of artificial or imitation dairy products not labetathtion;

1.17.Producers having a priority lien on their milk;

1.18.Labeling a product cheesaly when it is produced from natural milk products;

1.19.The placing of milk vending machésin public schools;

1.20.Modifying the Federal Milk Marketing Ordetystem to encourage the production of milk protein concentrates in the United
States;

1.21.Improving price discovery through mandatory daily electronic reporting of more common dairy products including reporting
andauditing of prices and inventories. The number of plants being surveyed should be increased as well as the penalties |
inaccurate dairy reporting;

1.22.The enrollment of all dairy producers in the Milk and Dairy Beef Qu&lgsurance Program and their participation in the
National Dairy Farmers Assuring Responsible Management program;

1.23.An increased effort by the dairy industry to develop domestic and foreign markets;

1.24.Inspectors being required to contact the farmer/farm manager upon arrival at the farm;

1.25.A state or local inspector accompanying all U.S. Department of Health and Human Services inspectors. Producers should
receive a full repd and explanation upon completion of the inspection, which includes: deficiencies, items inspected,
equipment disassembled for inspection and overall score;

1.26.A definition of milk protein concentrate (MPC) and a standdrdentity that will define appropriate use of these
components as well as a means of enforcement;

1.27.The use of Cooperativé§orking Togeher (CWT) and urge participation by all dairy producers;

1.28.The concept of expanding the ExpAsdsistance Program of CWT;

1.29.The producer/handler exemption being limited in all Federal Milk Marketing ©tdé& million pounds per month to
protect other pool producer members from unfair competition, but do not support its elimination;

1.30.USDA to immediately promulgate regulations on phieing of domestically produced MPCs;



2.

1.31.0nly pasteurized fluid milk being sold or distributed for human consumption;

1.32.A1 | mi |l k processors providing far ms gedcantgo iato efféctfar pramium o f
structure or required fees. Processors must provide at

1.33.The FDA allowing milk to be labeled by its fike content instead of total fat content;

1.34.Clearly defined, concise rules and regulations by FDA for automated milking installation systems;

1.35.A reform of transportation credit regulations to eliminate producers in a deficit area bearing costs of transporting milk int
the area;

1.36.Revisions to the Federal Milk Marketing Ordarcluding fluid milk pricing, progress through the normal channels at
USDA that will provide thorough economic analysis and public heafargzroducers to be engaged, rather than through
legislative override; and

1.37.Revisions to the Federal Milk Marketing Ordgystem to increase toudtase days required by milk handlers, producers
and sdkers outside an order.

We oppose:

2.1. A mandatory quota system, but are willing to consider a flexible supply management system

2.2. Creation of a mandatory fund financed by a checknftlairy farmers to guarar@ milk checks;

2.3. A"no" vote on a referendum changing the order, causing elimination of the entire federal order;

2.4. The FDA changing the definition of milk; and

2.5. Any regulations or legislation that will ban or limit flavored milk in schools.

239 /National Farm Policy

1.
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Agriculture is strategically important to the survival of thete States. Our nation's economy, energy, environment and national
security are dependent upon the viability of the agricultural industry. Agriculture must be treated as a strategic yesaurce b
nation and reflected as such in local, state and natijmva&rnment policies.

We support a consistent, lotgrm marketriented farm policy that will:

2.1. Rely less on government and increasingly more on the market as well as providing more options for insurance and revent
assuranceroducts that are more equitable for all commodities in all production regions of the country against adverse
market fluctuations and weathexlated hazards;

2.2. Allow farmers to take maximum advantage of market opportunities at hodnabsoad without government interference;

2.3. Encourage production decisions based on market demand,;

2.4. Develop risk management tools to deal with the inherent fluctuations in revenue and income associated with farming;

2.5. Provide stron@nd effective safety net/risk management programs that do not guarantee a profit, but instead protects
producers from catastrophic occurrences while minimizing the potential for farm programs affecting production decisions;

2.6. Is compliant with the Wrld Trade Organization (WTQO) agreements; and

2.7. Reduce complexity while allowing producers increased flexibility to plant in response to market demand.

We oppose:

3.1.1. New mandatory government supply management programs and acraagmreprograr, excluding the
Conservation Reserve Program and conservation easements, for marketing loan commodities under the current far
program;

3.1.2. A farmerowned reserve any federally controlled grain reserve with the exception of the existing, capped
emergency commodity reserve;

3.1.3. Income means testing. However, if such programs are implemented, they must be based on net income rather than
gross income;

3.1.4. Payment limitations and

3.1.5. Targeting of benefits being applied to farm program payment eligibility.

U.S. policies affecting agriculture should be designed to:

4.1. Ensure that U.S. consumers have accesstabéesample, safe and nutritious food supply;

4.2. Minimize domestic and world hungand nutrition deficiencies;

4.3. Create and sustain a loterm, competitive and profitable agricultural industry;

4.4, Reduce regulatorigurdens on farmers and ranchers;

4.5. Provide a tax structure that is fair and equitable to present and future generations of farmers;

4.6. Continue to improve the environment through expanded incentives to encourage voluntary soil consertatiangdvad
quality programs, and advanced technological and biotechnological procedures that are based on sound science and are
economically feasible;

4.7. Enhance U.S. agriculture's access and competitiveness in the world market;

4.8. Improve the quality of rural life and increase rural economic development;

4.9. Improve Agriculture Risk Coverage (ARC) to decrease county yield disparity;

4.10.Risk Management AgendRMA) yield data beingtte primary source of yield data for future government programs similar
to ARC-County as long as RMA data at the farm level is protected from Freedom of InforietiFOIA);

4.11.Compensate farmers for their positivggmet on habitat, wildlifand the environment;
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6.

4.12.Recognize the regional and commodity based differences that exist in U.S. production agriculture and provide programs tl
meet these needs, while recognizing the need iot&mationally competitive; and
4.13.Be implemented in a way that minimizes the negative effects opmaram crops and livestock production and ensure
that accepted conservation practices such as cover crops do not impact compliance or pajywilgnt 8tatements of
support for individual commodity programs and provisions shall adhere to these general principles of farm programs,
regulatory, international trade, and tax provisions.
Improving net farm incomeenhanaig the economic opportunity for farmers, preserving property rights and conserving the
environment are our most important goals.
We should undertake a comprehensive effort to assure U.S. producer competitiveness. Competitiveness issuesidgdould incl
biotech seedost, agricultural research).S. transportation infrastructure, U.S. farm bill structure and funding, exchange rates and
other factors relevartb agricultural global competitiveness.
2018 Farm Bill Principles:
7.1. We support the following principles to guide development of programs in the next farm bill:
7.1.1. Protecting current Farm Bill program spending;
7.1.2. Maintaining aunified farm bill which includes nutrition programs and farm programs together;
7.1.3. Any changes to current farm legislation be an amendment to the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 or the
Agricultural Act of 1949; and
7.1.4. Risk management toolghich include both federal crop insurance and commodity programs as top funding priorities.
7.2. Other Principles:
7.2.1. Commodity Programs:
7.2.1.1We support:

7.2.1.1.1. Continuation of a countegyclical program like the Price Loss Coverage (Phf)gram and a
revenue program like the ARC program, including using RMA data as the primary source to
determine a more accurate county yield as long as RMA data at the farm level data is protected fron
FOIA. If ARC-County is continued, we support changesiake the program more effective and
fairer to all farmers;

7.2.1.1.2. If existing programs continue, the opportunity for farmers teleet and/or renroll;

7.2.1.1.3. Basing Title | payments on historic, rather than planted, acres;

72114 .Modi fyiinvgelfiyAcEEhgagedo rules to more -lmeabadly
familial relationships such as first or second cousins. The family farm exemption from the
management restriction and recordkeeping requirements should remain in place;

7.2.1.1.5. Developing farm savings accounts as a risk management option for all producers; and

7.2.1.1.6. The current provisions for the peanut program in the 2014 Farm Bill.

7.2.2. Risk Management Programs
7.2.2.1The availability of crop yield and/or revenue irsce for all producers of all crops, aguacultlikestock
and poultryin the country; and
7.2.2.2Changes in the Livestock ForaBeogram to allow contiguous counties also be declared eligible for disaster
assistance, and for increasing the number of weather stations in a county.
7.2.3. Dairy:
7.2.3.1Further development and availability of the new Dairy Revdtnagection insurance product and the ability
for producers to use it in conjunction with the Dairy Livestock Gross Margin (LGM) program and a
commodity title dairy safety net;
7.2.3.2Expansion of RMA risk management programs for dairy producers, withdhesion of milkas a defined
commodity;
7.2.3.3Require a commodity title dairy safety net program that:

7.2.3.3.1. Gives farmers an option to select either a program that provides protection against a decline in
milk price or adecline in milkmargin;

7.2.3.3.2. Includes significant enhancements to any gross margin program to effectively support dairy
farmers, including:

0] Adjusting the program trigger to function monthly;

(ii) Increasing Tier 1 coveradeom 4 million pounds of milko 5 million
pounds of milkfor all dairy producers;

({0 Increasing the catastrophic margin level from $4.00 to $5.00 and
maintaining the ability to buy up to $8.00 margin coverage; and

(iv) Making strategic adjustments to the feed formula.

7.2.4. Conservation:
7.2.4.1Maintaining funding for federal conservation programs which maintain environmental benefits;
7.2.4.2Working lands conservation programs over retirement lands programs;



7.2.4.3Maintaining the current prioritization of the Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) funding being
targeted to livestock producers;
7.2.4.4Calculation of the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) and the Conservation Reserve Enhancement
Program (CREP) rental rates beingeneamined annually at enroliment to ensure they mirror, but do not
exceed, the rental rates of comparable land in the immediate area;
7.2.4.5Marginal and highly erodible langturning as the main focus of the CRP. The current limit of 24 million
acres in the CRP should continue;
7246l mprovements to the State Technical Committees t
participation and inpuand
7.2.4.7Limits the size of pollinator tracts with an emphasis on smaller parcels and cap pollinator rates; and
7.2.4.8 A path to eligibility for farms that have not previously been in compliance.
7.2.5. Specialty Crops:
7.2.5.1Incorporating altypes of domestic fruits and vegetables (fresh, frozen, canned and dried) into the Fresh Fruit
and Vegetabl®rogram providing an affordable option for increasing the variety availablegead for low
income school children and more ket opportunities for producers. Priority must be given to fresh and
locally grown product when available not withstanding price; and
7.2.5.2Maintaining adequate funding for the specialty crop industry with emphasis on fundamental research,
marketing ad promotions, and pest management programs.
7.2.6. Livestock:
7.2.6.1The exploration of new risk management tools for livestock producers; and
7.2.6.2Raising the $20 million annual cap for LGM insurance programs.
7.2.7. Energy:
7.2.7.1 Adequate finding for the Rural Energy for America Program (REAP).
7.2.8. Rural Development
7.2.8.1Streamlining programs and a more transparent and efficient grant and loan approval process for rural
developmenprograms that includes the timely approval of applications and a more effective pséttihg
process so that federal funds are expended on projects with the greatest economic potential; and
7.2.8.2Modifying the broadband programs to increase watilan of loans and grants in rural/underserved
communities. We support adequate funding for improvements in @SOA Communi ty Connec
Learning and Telemedicinand Rural Gigabit Network pilot programs.
7.2.9. Trade:
7.2.9.1Increased funding for the Foreign Market Development (FMD) program and Market Assistance Program
(MAP).
7.2.10.Credit:
7.2.10.1. Increasing the amount of funding authorized for the Farm Service Admartyguarantee programs and
raising the current caps on individual amounts a farmer may be granted; and
7.2.10.2. A floating conservatiofriented commodity loan program that increases loan prices, addresses
conservation goals and satisfies the credit seddeginning farmet
7.2.11.Research
7.2.11.1. Funding for agricultural researemd education.
7.2.12.Acreage Crop Reporting Streamliningitiative (ACRSI):
7.2.12.1. Simplifying procedures, reducing paperwork requirements and streamlining interactions between the Farm
Service Agencythe Natural Resources Conservation Seraite the Risk Management Ageneynd
7.2.12.2.Congress creating Farm Bill language directing USBAdopt better datategration and analysis
practices from farmer driven data to improve the overall efficiency and effectiveness of farm programs, crop
insurance, and conservation programs while supporting producer profitability and environmental performanc
on working lamls.

8. Generallssues

4€

8.1. We support:

8.1.1. Giving farmers the ability to sign up once for the duration of the farm bill, assuming there are no changes to the
farming operations;

8.1.2. Allowing farms with fewer than 10 base acres to ligitde to receive farm program payments;

8.1.3. Requiring compliance by the Commodity Credit Corporafie@C) with all federal rulenaking notification
procedures;

8.1.4. Farm Service AgencfFSA) evaluating the drought criteria used for drought compensation;

8.1.5. Providing timely notification to producers of all program requirements;

8.1.6. Providing payment notification information that match 1099 tax forms with descriptiondehdi reflect the source
of the payment;



8.1.7. Implementation in such a manner as to minimize the disruptions to laridizadt relationships. We support efforts
to provide the state FSA Committee authority teedwmine eligibility requirements for farm program benefits;

8.1.8. The elimination of any USDAequirement to report the specific cash reatabunts between a landloadd a tenant
in an effort to protect a farmer's right to privacy. We do, however, support the requirement to report the type of lease
agreement;

8.1.9. Requiring FSA to constantly review and make public the formula used to set postédprices(PCPs) to ensure
they accurately reflect market conditions at the county level and that the differential between the cash price and PC
does not penalize producers or county elevators.fdtmula for calculating the terminal price, differential, and the
PCP should be public information to allow producers the opportunity to maximize program benefits;

8.1.10.Providing the secretary of agriculture discretionary authority to provide a&®sti@a producers during times of
economic disaster

8.1.11. Allowing for verification of actual physical measurement if computer measuring or Global Positioning System
(GPS)measurements of farm acres results in different acreage measurements than has been the historical case. Tt
cost incurred for such measurement should be borne by the party in error;

8.1.12. Allowing a single sign up that covers all progmafar a crop year;

8.1.13.Programmatic and systemic efficiencies that eliminate the need for repeated farmer visits to county FSA offices;

8.1.14.Changing FSA regulations to not require farms that are owned and operated by the same individual, but not
contiguous, be reconstituted into one farm;

8.1.15.Individuals directly involved in family farming operations not having payment eligibility adversely affected by farm
business loans secured by cross collateralizatgame assets pledged for multiple producer loans);

8.1.16.The establishment of a reasonable time limitation on USBAility to alter or reverse an FSA compliance
determination so that no producer enrolled in a farm program may be penalizsdbisequent crop year;

8.1.17.Allowing either a conservation complianpkn or a confined animal feeding operation permit to meet eligibility
requirements for farms which require a comation compliancelan for eligibility for certain USDAarm programs;

8.1.18.Funding sources to assist farmers in complying with livestock regulations;

8.1.19.The FSA faciliy loan program to include all commaodity storage;

8.1.20.Allowing tenantswith multiple landlords to treat each farm as a separate entity for compliance with the farm bill;

8.1.21.Action by a landlordhot placing any tenant farm program payments in jeopardy. The tenant should be able to
maintain eligibility for all farms;

8.1.22.Consolidation of the power of attornéyrm to enabldghe Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), the FSA
and the Risk Management Agen@&MA) to honor one power of attornégrm;

8.1.23.Producers being able to use Eeal Crop Insurance records for proving yield for base and yield updates;

8.1.24.Allowing grain bag storage systems as storage for Us@Amodity loan purposes;

8.1.25.Efforts to harmonize methods of property descriptions betwFSA, Crop Insurance, and the RMA to streamline
information sharing between the two agencies and to develop a common method to establish crop yields for the
various programs;

8.1.26.Defining "specialty crops" as any fruit, vegetalsiat or norprogram crop grown for consumption and sales;

8.1.27.Funding to support the specialty crop industry through the following prioritized funding options:
8.1.27.1. Per state competitive grant program to enhance grower directed research andregtegsams;
8.1.27.2. Expanded crop insurance;
8.1.27.3. Dedicated funding for specialty crop growers in working lands programs; and
8.1.27.4. USDA commodity purchases;

8.1.28.The recognition of horticultureChristmas treg sod and equine as agriculture enterprises eligible for government
assistance through disaspgograms, crop insurance and conservation programs;

8.1.29.Removal of matching fund requirements for public grants and loans intended to help small farmers. In the interim,
in-kind contributions like labor should be allowed to be applied to matching fund considerations;

8.1.30.Use of producegenerated GPS tabe allowed to supplement FSA and crop insurance purposes;

8.1.31.Native pollinator conservation efforts in farm policy legislation;

8.1.32.Cotton intercropped with cucurbit crope counted toward base acres;

8.1.33.USDA requiring mandatory monthly reporting of risecks and riceroduction;

8.1.34.Requiring the FSA Adjusted Gross Income (AGI)t8maent be signed and effective for the full length of each Farm
Bill period. Each individual entity should be responsible for reporting changes to conditions of approved status. AGI
should be subject to random verification;

8.1.35.T h e F ar me Nutrifion Rtegrat @~MNIPfor Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) be combined with the
FMNP Senior program that is already part of the Farm Bill;

8.1.36.A cottonseednd/or cotton lint farm program that provides an option for generic base acres to be reallocated to a
new cotton farm program. In the process of reallocation,rgebase acres that have been in agricultural use but not
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planted to an ARC/PLC crop must be allowed to maintain their base acres. If cottandésccotton lint are not
included as Title | farm program commodities, we support anqabariations for a ginning assistance program;

8.1.37.Modifying or eliminating the Stacked Income Protection Program (STAX) if cottoremd/dr cotton lint are
included as Title | ARC/PLC farm program commodity(s);

8.1.38.Voluntarybase acreage and yield updating in the next Farm Bill;

8.1.39.The use of commodity certificates for repaying loans for all program commodities;

8.1.40.A 90-day lockin period for marketing loan gains for all commodities;

8.1.41.Maintaining the ARG ndividual program;

8.1.42.Collaborating with USDAon how the Specialty Crop Block Grant Program (SCBGP) funds can be better spread
among humerous entities and an appeals process for grants that have been awarded;

8.1.43.The airrent use of SCBGP funds for market promotion and research and not for implementation of the Food Safety
Modernization Ac{FSMA). The FSMAcongressional mandate must be funded through the Food and Drug
Administration budget;

8.1.44.The exemption of growers from thegistration and reporting requirements associated with the System for Award
Management;

8.1.45.Eliminating the reporting requirement for rprogram grass waterwagallow areas that are baled for forage

8.1.46.Continuation of the Good Neighbor Authority (forestry) program;

8.1.47.The use of a longer deadline period for conservation complfastéme farmer exceptions; and

8.1.48.When farm program benefits are denied due to an alleged violation and the enforcement action is decided in the
respondentds favor, we support c¢hange sponsihlett gagthel aw t
respondentds | egal fees and any denied benefits for

8.2. We oppose:

8.2.1. Producers becoming ineligible for participation in any USiy8gram due to their pticipation in federal or state
water projects

8.2.2. Compliance status of one farm affecting the ability to receive benefits on another farm;

8.2.3. The extension of the CCC commaodityaits beyond the current term;

8.2.4. The system of anonymous reporting of operator violations to the FSA and NRCS;

8.2.5. The use of conservation programs by entities unrelated to agriculture;

8.2.6. Penalties for farnprogram violations being applied to the entire farm operation instead of the portion of the farm in
guestion; and

8.2.7. The Data Universal Number System being a requirement for participation in farm, conservation and other USDA
programs.

240 / Sustainable Agricuiure

1.

48

Agriculture provides society numerous benefits including, but not limited to food security, a safe and healthy food supply,
environmental benefits and community stability. It is important to remember that agriculture nefdghittiey to alter cropping
patterns and practices to meet the demands of operating in an open marketplace where our competition comes from farmers
worldwide. When considering sustainable agriculttinere is only one constant and that is agriculture is only sustainable when it
is profitable.

Sustainable agriculturghould recognize the benefits of accepted management practices that American agriculture currently
employs, such as Integrated Pest Management. Sustainable agrisiuttulek be flexible enough to fit America's diverse climates,
cropping patterns, land use standards, and regulatory requirefRegtdations should not limit agricultural practices without
strong scientific and economic justification. Sustainable agricuttuveld rely on measurable results and focus on adaptive
management for continual improvements rather than a rigid set of practices.

We support scientific research and education that encourages all participan@gridhikural industry to produce, process and
distribute safe food, feed, fiber and fuel in a manner that is economically viable and enhances the quality of lifef@ngrese
future generations.

We support methods éérming that result in:

4.1. A profit for the farm operator;

4.2. A producer striving to show continuous improvement in his/her environmental performance; and

4.3. An adequate supply of high quality safe food, feed, fiber and fuel.

We are keenly aware that the means to accomplish these ends may vary from farm operation to farm operation and that no sin
method of farming will vrk with every operator.

We support:

6.1. Research aimed at reducing overall inputs needed to sustain a profitable farming operation; and
6.2. Efforts toprovide information to farmers on proven means of improving the efficiency of inputs.
We oppose:

7.1. Any attempt to mandate low input methods of farming;

7.2. Requiring low input methods as a condition of participation in government farm programs; and



7.3. Programs that are used by organizations whose goal is to eliminate or control commercial agricultural practices.

241 | Wetlands Reserve Program

1.

2.
3.
4

o

We support the Wetland®eserve Program (WRP).

WRP should include a buyout clause that would afjo@ducers to remove these areas from the program.

Authority for the federal government to purchase permanent easements under the program should be terminated.

Prior to a landowner puittg part or all of a farm in a government wetland program, all adjoining landowners should be made
aware of this, especially where surrounding landowners' water flow or natural drisinffgeted.

The program should not be used to take entire farms out of production.

We support using created WRP acreage for farmland wetland mitigation

TRADE / TREATIES

250 / Foreign Aid

1.

No o

We believe the United States should itsegricultural capacity to enhance food security and economic development, thereby
enhancing not only the reputation of the U.S. as a reliable supplier of agricultural products and expertise, but alderas a le
fostering economic development gldlyal

We support:

2.1. Securing a commitment from the federal government to provide leadership in enhancing global food security and econom
development;

2.2. Increasing federal commitment to food and agricultassistance programs;

2.3. Foreign aidn the form of agricultural products and valaéded agricultural products rather than cash, whenever feasible;

2.4. Encouraging recipient nations teaior purchase U.S. agricultural goods and services; and

2.5. Giving emergency food relief needs the highest priority in foreigipreidrams.

We oppose foreign aideing provided to recipient countries to stimulate production or distribution of agricultural commodities

for exportthat could create economic hardship for U.S producers.

The federal governmeshould be urged to apply countermeasures against countries which discriminate and/or restrict

agricultural products from the United States, particularly those countries that receive U.S. foreign and military aid.

Proposals to conduct Amean foreign aigprograms through United Natioagencies should be rejected.

Aid should be given to encouragevate enterprise economic systems.

Food For Peace Progran(P.L. 480)

7.1. We support:

7.1.1. P.L. 480 asin important program that should be continued and assessed in the context of a broader strategy for
expanding U.S. food aidith the following priorities:
7.1.1.1Concetrating on the least developed countries;
7.1.1.2Focusing on small landholders;
7.1.1.3Utilizing local staples;
7.1.1.4Serving local markets; and
7.1.1.5Improving recipiennation regulatory systems to increase food safety and facilitate local and regional trade;
7.1.2. Federal legislation eliminating cargo preferepeoavisions on P.L. 480 and other aid programs;
7.1.3. Continuation of P.L. 480 and believe the primary emphasis should be given to humanitarian needs;
7.1.4. The expansion of P.L. 480, particularly in agedi the world that are suffering from immediate drought or plagued
with hungermroblems;
7.1.5. Efforts to shift P.L. 480 recipient countries to commercial sales by shortening credit tetimsr@asing interest
rates as certain recipient countries become more affluent; and
7.1.6. Expansion of P.L. 480 within World Trade Organization (WTO) consistent parameters and encouragement for
Congress to require USDA and Unitedt8taAgency for International Development (USAID) to utilize all
appropriated funds.

7.2. Because P.L. 480 has many objectives, including foreign policy, national security, humanitarian aid, and market
development, we believe finangif this program should be shared by all agencies, in addition to USDA, whose interests
are benefited.

7.3. We encourage USDA to only use quality/approved shippers for P.L. 480 purchases and that all shipments are inspected &
documented prior to shipment to ensure quality.

7.4. Concessional sales grants under this program should be made in suchrmer as to encourage economic development
within the recipient nations.

7.5. The limiting factor in food aighrograms is money, rather than an actual shortagenofnaalities in world markets. In order
to meet emergency needs throughout the world, we favor the establishment of an international fund to be used for the
purchase of agricultural commodities to meet humanitarian needs in disasters and other emergeicgesnganations
could be permitted to make part of their contributions in the form of commitments or commodities rather than actual
currency deposits. Even the poorest of nations could contribute according to situation and ability. All nationsigportld s
such a fund and should share in its control in proportion to their contributions.



251/ Global Environmental Agreements and Treaties

1. We strongly ppose any U.S. participation in any agreement that would:
1.1. Impose new regulation on American farmers through the United Nations
1.2. Increase costs for fuel, fertilizers and agttiaral chemicals; and
1.3. Put U.S. farmers at a disadvantage in international tsadause of exemptions for developing nations.
2. We oppose:
2.1. Ratification of any international agreements binding the United States to control greenhegse gas
2.2. U.S. Senate approval of any environmentaltyr@dthout the use of sound science ensuring our nation is not placed at a
disadvantage or our sovereignty threatened;
2.3. The creation of any global environmental agency with extensive powers to regulate the world's environment;
2.4. Regulation of carbon dioxide under the Montreal Protomad
2.5. The United Nationbeing given any authority or regulatory power over the natural resources of the United States.
3. Treatiesnot ratified by the United States may impact the ability of U.S. agriculture to trade worldwide. We recommend that all
action by the executive branch focus on protecting the rights of U.S. producers and our ability to trade. U.S. involeeltient sh
not beviewed as an endorsement of a treaty's purpose or de facto ratification.

252 [ International Trade

1. We are strong advocates of fair and open world trade.
2. Aggressve efforts must be made at all levels to open new markets and expand existing markets for U.S. agricultural products.
3. Agricultural expors will be increased by:
3.1. Continuing to seek new markets for commodities and vatldedproducts to enhance farm income and improve the farm
economy;
3.2. Continuing to &port regardless of domestic supply;
3.3. Reducing trade restrictions;
3.4. Immediate, unrestricted trade and distribution of U.S. approved biotech products;
3.5. Aggressive market development;
3.6. Theuse of export licensamly for information purposes and not to limit the amount, timing or destination of exports;
3.7. Providing USDA and U.S. Trade Representafv8€ TR) with the necessary resources to monitor and aggressively enforce
trade agreements and reduce trade bayiaec
3.8. Decreasing the regulation time movement of U.S. agricultural commodities to Canadian ports for overseas shipment.
4. We support:
4.1. Anincremental or phasdd approach to open livestock and meat markets, this approach nactdmpanied with strict
steps for trading partners to reach World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) standards and a time certain for full
implementation of those standards;
4.2. Policies and actions that enhance and maintain a compefitivedtic processing (valteded industry and infrastructure
for U.S. produced agricultural commodities;
4.3. Agricultural imports from notWorld Trade Organization (WTQO) countries bgisubject to the same regulations and
restrictions as members of the WTO; and
4.4, Agricultural products that also have an industrial use or application remaining classified as an agricultural commaodity for
purposes of tradé;egislated import quotaare unacceptable solutions to import problems; and
4.5. Funding for trade programs to ensure that U.S. imports meet thepstiitiction criteria outlined in the Food Safety
Modernization Ac{FSMA) in order to ensure that any agricultural imported commodity or products meet thersame o
comparable requirements that U.S. agricultural producers must meet. This new funding should come from Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) sources as opposed to the farm bill.
5. We oppose:
5.1. International commodity agreements to allocate markets, control supply and restrict world prices to a narrow price range;
5.2. Attempts to disguise protectionist policies as an endorsement of thefumalibnal charactistics of agriculture;
5.3. Any unilateral action by the United States to eliminate import restreonl subsidies without equivalent commitments by
other countes;
5.4. The Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) for agricultural products, whereby developing evergréeged dutjree
entry on certain products, since this runs counter to the Normal Trade Relations (NTR) principles;
5.5. Protectionist restrictions on imported and exported farm inputs such as machinery, partsimpetnaléertilizer; and
5.6. Tariffs on fertilizer imports, including the antidumpidgties placed on solid urea imports.
6. Trade Agreements
6.1. Our government should insist on strict adherence to bilateral and multilateral trade agreements to which the United States
a party to prevent unfair practices by competing nations and to assure unrestricted access to ddmestit markets. All
trade agreements should be continuously monitored and enforced to ensure they result in fair trade.
6.2. We support the Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) for the president of the United States.
6.3. We oppose efforts to put in place any sunset provision in free trade agreements.
7. Trade Negotiations
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7.1,
7.2,

7.3.
7.4.

7.5.
7.6.

7.7.

7.8.

7.9.

We believe that agriculture's best opportunity to address criticaligsukes is in the multilateral arena.

We encourage the U.S. agricultural industry be a high priority in world trade negotiations, so that the nation's fopd securit

will be preserved for future generations. We encourtigmantries to adhere strictly to WTO rules.

We will not take a final position on any potential trade agreement until the negotiations are completed.

The AFBF Board will analyzegview, debate and vote on each and every free trade agreement and partnership (either

bilateral or regional). We will only support an agreement or partnership if it provides a positive outcome for U.S.

agriculture. The effects on all agricultural commiditwill be considered.

We urge the administration to support the following trade negotiations objectives:

WTO Negotiations:

7.6.1. Inclusion of a peace alise

7.6.2. Include all ultrafiltered dry dairy products plus casein under WTO quotas for dairy;

7.6.3. Shortening of the WTO dispute settlement process;

7.6.4. Opposition singling out any one commodity for separate negotiations by the WTO;

7.6.5. Encourage USTR to work with WTO member countries to establish objective criteria to determine whidesou
qualify as developing countriés the WTO discussions rather than the currentedelftion process;

7.6.6. Provide special provisions for developing econonfisglf-determination is eliminated and an objective criteria for
determining developing country status is adopted;

7.6.7. The use value taxeatment of agricultural land be classified in any WTO agreement as a permittatisciptined
producer support element; and

7.6.8. Any modifications must be compatible with current farm programs as outlined in théifarm

WTO and all other negotiations:

7.7.1. Elimination of export subsidies

7.7.2. Elimination of nontariff trade barriers

7.7.3. Discipline and transparency of state trading enterprises

7.7.4. Ensure market access for biotechnolpgyducts;

7.7.5. Include all agricultural products and policies in the negotiations;

7.7.6. Address issugconcerning import sensitive products;

7.7.7. Elimination of export sanctions and all export restraints;

7.7.8. Adopt a formula approach for the negotiations;

7.7.9. A single undertaking in trade negotiations;

7.7.10.Opposition to the Precautionary Principle;

7.7.11.0pposition to the use of geographic indicators

7.7.12.0pposition to special unilateral tariffs for developing nations;

7.7.13.USDA as the federal agency for food inspection and food sadfatyng the primary role in the U.S. trade
negotiations;

7.7.14.Trade agreements should not be tied to social reforms, labor or environmental standards of other countries; and

7.7.15.Trade agreements negotiated with other countries to encourage equal implementation of patent rights relating to
biotechnological agricultural se@idoducts.

We support consideration of the adse effects of imported agricultural products on domestic prices before increasing

individual agricultural import quotaor reducing the tariffs.

We support provisions ittade agreements that prevent economic damage to import sensitive commodities and

circumvention of domestic trade policy and tariff schedules while advancing U.S. agricultural trade and food security

interests.

7.10.Future ngotiations shall take into account advantages realized by foreign producers through subsidy or other means with

respect to import sensitive products that put U.S. producers at a disadvantage. Any formal negotiation of any nation's
accession in the WTO shiduinclude a positive outcome for American agriculture.

7.11.We oppose tariff reductions if it results in creating an oligopoly
Remedy/Enforcement

8.1.

8.2.

The federal government must enforce current trade agreements more aggressively to protect U.S. farmers from the non
compliant trade practices of other countries.

The U.S. governmemteeds to enhance its procedures and responsibilities to protect U.S. interests in North America Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA), WTO and other free trade agreements to increase monitoring and reporting on unfair practice
of nations with respect to:

8.2.1. Importing and/or dumping agricultural products;

8.2.2. Subsidizing transportation and commodities;

8.2.3. Influence of exchange rates;

8.2.4. Labeling country of origirand quality of inspection;

8.2.5. Excessive market fluctuation and/or influence;

8.2.6. Sanctions and embargoes thii¢et U.S. agriculture;

8.2.7. State Trading Enterprises

8.2.8. Export subsidies

8.2.9. Biotechnology and
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8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

8.6.

8.7.
8.8.

8.9.

8.2.10.Foreign government ownership of commodity processing facilities that export to the Uaitesl St

We should take an active role in supporting the interests of individual commodity producers, when consistent with our

policy, for import relief when domestic economic conditions warrant such relief. We favor iatmadport remedies

consistent with our international obligations to deal with potentially disastrous disruptions during a short marketing period

for perishable U.S. commodities caused by a sudden influx of imported competitive products.

We support:

8.4.1. Legislation to give producers of raw agricultural commodities legal standing in petitioning for relief from imports of
processed agricultural products;

8.4.2. A "Special 301" procedure for agriculture;

8.4.3. Implementation of a timely trade dispute resolution process should take into account the perishability, seasonality a
regional production of horticultural products;

8.4.4. Strict enforcement of antiumping provisions of the Omnibus Trade Act of 1988;

8.4.5. USDA and the USTR working with industry representatives to provide a timely and aggressive response to any
infringement of trade agreements;

8.4.6. Elimination of the privilege of shippers of new products into the U.S. to post bonds in lieu of cash deposits when
paying antidumpin@nd/or countervailig duties

8.4.7. The U.S. government strongly enforcing U.S. trademarkkpatents, particularly when U.S. government entities
consider sharing intellectual propestjth foreign trading partners;

8.4.8. Better reciprocal agreements between the United States and Gamadiect U.S. producers in collecting monies
due in private sales transactions; and

8.4.9. All reporting, monitoring and inspection requirements being fully adhered to by importing countries and strictly
enforced by the appropriate agencies.

Legislation should be enacted which provides financial assistance for costs of research and legal services incurred by

farmers or their representatives who show prima facie evidencgiof and/or successfully file trade relief petitions

seeking relief from unfair trade practices.

Countervailing dutieshould be imposed on imports which are subsidized and the U.S. government should not waive such

duties until it finds the production or export of the commaodity exported to the United States has ceased to be subsidized.

support legislation that wouldlalv countervailing dutieso be imposed quickly when such subsidies are proven. Until trade

distorting subsidies are reduced or eliminated, we support import tariffs on subsidized agricultuceiprpadrts into the

U.S. in order that U.S. agriculture products may remain competitive in the marketplace.

We oppose the use of technical customs classification rulings to modify the correct and legal duty on prypiutes.

We call for a return to adherence to the Normal Trade Relations (NTR) principle as a step in making WTO a viable

organization for handling trade problems. The United States should approve NTR tariff treatraegtdountry that agrees

to reciprocate and conduct itself in accordance with WTO rules. Ghmald adhere to the rules set by the WTO and be

closely monitored to ensure agricultural trade commitments are upheld.

Since the passage of the NAFTA, we support strict enforcement of import restriztidrenhanced expaupport from our

government, and we support the concepts of equivalent quality inspections for domestic and foreign products. We suppor

measures that would better protect producers who ship vegetables to,@mpadaally irregard to grades and standards.

NAFTA trade relief should be negotiated to protect regional producers of fresh fruits, vegetables and nursery products.

8.10.We urge a reciprocal agreement be executed between the U.S. auhfBGathe transportation of agricultural and forestry

commodities and transshipment to noncontiguous states.

8.11.We support the negotiation and implementation of a revised Softwood Lusgbezment so domestic timbgroducers are

protected from unfairly subsidized and dumped Canadian imports.

Embargoes/Sanctions

9.1.
9.2.
9.3.
9.4.
9.5.

9.6.

9.7.
9.8.
9.9.

The threat ofinilateral sanctions or other restrictions adversely affects markets and is an inappropriate tool in the
implementation of foreign policy.

If a unilateral sanction is declared because of an armed conflict, it showdaafiitrade.

The U.S. government should lift all trade sanctions on all countries that may purchase U.S. farm commodities.
Requirements for specific licenses and the prohibition on third country financing for agatattmmodities should be
eliminated.

An embargo should not be declared without the consent of Congress.

Unless an embargo is approved by Congress, agricultural exqraractswith delivery scheduled within nine months of the
date of sale should be hored.

Countervailing dutieshould be imposed on imports that are subsidized with-ttetierting subsidies. The U.S.
government should not waive such dutiesil it finds the production or export of the commaodity exported to the United
States has ceased to be subsidized in a-tiestierting manner. We support legislation that would allow countervailing
dutiesto be imposed quickly when such tradistorting subsidies are proven. Until tradistorting subsidies are reduced or
eliminated, we support import tariffs on such subsidized agricultural product imports into the U.S. in order that U.S.
agricuture products may remain competitive in the marketplace.

Producers should be compensated by direct payrfemasy losses resulting from uateral sanctions.

We should not limit the use of export credits and programs in response to domestic supply.

We will aggressively seek immediate normalization of trade and trefagions with Cuba



10.

11.

Export Programs

10.1.We support:
10.1.1.Commercial trade for cash and normal credit terms without subsidies;
10.1.2.The development of export prografios agricultural products by private entities;
10.1.3.Ajoint venture by all of agriculture to develop WTEbnsistent export promotion programs;
10.1.4.The expansion and development of laaygl forageexport markets;
10.1.5.Individual shipment violations not leading to the disruption of trade;
10.1.6.The use of the most current proven technologies for animal health protocols for agricultura @xgariavitro

frozen embryos, blue tongue, etc.); and
10.1.7.Continued funding of the Export/Import Bank.

Sanitary, Phytosanitaryand Food SafetyStandards/Imports

11.1.We support:
11.1.1.The prohibition of imported agricultural products that produced using chemicals and antibiotics banned or not

approved for U.S. commercial use. We urge more inspection and stronger enforcement of these rules;
11.1.2.Harmonization of domestic food safetyd quality standards with our international trading partners based on the
guidelines set by the WTO and Codex Alimentarius;
11.1.3.We recommend quality standards amckteased testing of imports for pesticides;
11.1.4.Adequate funding to inspect imports; and
11.1.5.Taking advantage of new security equipment at ports of entry to detect illegal plant andpandtuets or diseases.
11.2.To prevent the spread of pests and disease, we favor strict enforcement at all ports of entry against sirfogglirrds
plants and animals into this country.

11.3.We support the establishment and enforcement of firm protocols to prevent the introduction of exotic and invasive pests a
disease.

11.4.We encourage a thorough inspection system by USDA, Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and the Department of
Homeland SecurityDHS) on all products moved across the Mexican or Canadian bmrdéner ports of entry into the
U.S. The federal government should provide adequate and efficient services at all U.Scrogsilegs to prtect the
general health and welfare.

11.5.We recommend that all imported agricultural products at point of betsubject to theasne or equivalent inspection,
sanitary, quality, labeling and residue standards as domestic products from the United States and Puerto Rico. Any produ
that do not meet these standards, Food S8fetiernization Ac{FSMA) standards and the Food Quality Protection Act
(FQPA) standards should be refused entry. The point of exgpections should be in addition to "processing plant,” “field"
or other required U.S. government inspections in countries of product origin and should be paid for throughpssdr fees
by the importer. We should increase efforts to ensure that imported foods meet standards equivalent to those set for
domestic products. Rejected products should be marked in such a manner that theybeificoepted at other ports. We
support increased fees for inspection of imported agricultural products.

11.6.We recommend that authority for the inspection of imported agricultural products be transferred from DHS to USDA
Animal Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS).

11.7.We urge DHSnd APHIS, as they develop regulations relative to regionalization as required by WTO, to work
cooperativelywith industry in developing a program that ensures U.S. producers and consumers they will not be put at
undue risk from the introduction of foreign plant and animal diseases.

11.8.We support APHIS in the establishment ohimal risk regios with respect to agricultural import restrictobased on a
risk assessment of the potential for introduction of bovine spongiform encephalopathyf(@&&ndmouth diseaser
other foreign animal diseases and the interventions that are in place in the designated region. APHIS should disclose the
determination criteria and protocols with affected industries when a region is determined to be classified as minimal risk.
Minimum requirements for such designation should include:
11.8.1.The existence of a national animal identificatéord tracking program;
11.8.2.Adequate active testing and monitoring programs for all OIE Class A animal diseases;
11.8.3.Food inspection programs that are deemed equivaléhSoprograms; and
11.8.4.Product labeling that will enable tracking of the product.

11.9.We support the use of sound scienod OIE guidance in classifying countries as a minimal risk réigioBSE Farm
Bureau reaffirms its support for using sound scieaxa basis for reopening our markets to ensure continued consumer
confidence.

11.10. We support a ban on the utilization and importatibanimals, animal products, animal protein and animal
byproduct protein (e.g., meat, bone, blood meal) for any use in the United States from sources known to,lfawe BSE
andmouth diseaser other infectious and contagious foreign animal diseases that have not been designated as a minimal
risk region We urge USDA to closely monitor andistly enforce animal health regulations (through frequent inspections,
information collection, etc.) to protect U.S. consumers and the livestock industry.

11.11. We recommend an audit of the meat inspectigstem to ensure regulations are being followed. Rejected lots of
meat should be tracked and denatured.
11.12. We oppose importation of livestock froamy country without adequate testing, quarantine and tracking due to the

possible spread of disease.



11.13. We recommend the use of the USDA quality grade stamp to only meat derived from animals born, raised, and
processed ithe U.S.

11.14. We recommend the allocation of 30 percent of the tariffs collected on imported sbafased for promotion and
research of aquaculture products.

253 / United Nations

1. The United States should evaluate its partidgpain the United NationfJ.N.). We urge a congressional investigation into the
need for and effectiveness of our participation in the U.N. programs. The investigation should serve as the basis fiangdetermi
our future participation in these programs.

Any nation not contributing its equitable share to the support of the U.N. should not be permitted to vote.

We support:

3.1. Reduction in all U.N. programs establishing international environmental standardastaregulations, interpreting
environmental laws, rules or regulations of the United States, and interfering in thestand development of any &l.
business;

3.2. Congressional efforts to reduce the U.S. share of the U.N. budget;

3.3. The U.N. and its affiliated organizations should be used as tools to encourage the nations of tioecwopdrate in the
solution of international problems. U.N. actions should not obligate the United States to participate in specific programs
without ratification by the Senate; and

3.4. U.S. production agriculture involveant in the U.N. discussion on sustainable agriculture

4. We oppose:

4.1. One world government, and any treaty or pactémaburages one world government;

4.2. U.S. troops being under U.N. command,;

4.3. The stationing, except for training, of foreign U.N. troops and equipment in this country;

4.4, Any plan to create a U.N. park;

4.5. U.N. ownership of any public landgthin the United States;

4.6. Implementing an international tax authority that is being proposed by the U.N.; and

47. The U. N. 6s Agenda 2030 plan for sustainable devel opmen
4.8. The Yellowstone to Yukon Conservation Initiative.

wn

SECTION 3 - MARKETIN G /BARGAINING / GOV ERNMENT REGULATORY F UNCTIONS
AQUACULTURE / EQUINE/ LIVESTOCK / POULTRY
301/ Animal Care

1. Proper care of livestock, poultry and fioearing animals isssential to the efficient and profitable production of food and fiber.
No segment of society has more concern for the-lithg of poultry and livestock than the producer. Aniveded medical
research benefits both humans and animisluding pets,drm animals and endangered species. Research utilizing animals is
necessary to ensure more effective human and veterinary medical practices.

2. Results from peer reviewed animal stress research should be emphasized along with practical waysentithpleesults on
farms and ranches.

3. We will encourage all commodity groufispool resources to create and continue a direct concentrated effort to educate
consumers on the facts associated with the production ofdoleand other agricultural commodities using accepted best
management practices

4. Regulations should not unduly restrict the right of farmers, distributors, or retailers to hold and sell live. aikenaise, the
right of individuals to purchase live animatsprepare for food consistent with their personal or cultural beliefs should not be
restricted beyond reasonable safeguards relating to the health of the spexiesndlifig, processing of animals and ensuring
food safety

5. We support:

5.1. The proper treatment of animals;

52. A farmer6s right, in consultation with theisbhandrgt eri nar
practices to be administrated by the farmer or trained employee that are appropriate for their farm;

5.3. Properly researched and industegted poultry and livestock practices that provide consumers with a wholesome food
supply and enable farers to improve the care and management of livestock and poultry;

5.4. The use of scientifically proven technologies for agricultural production practices;

5.5. The rights of individual commodity groups develop a voluntary national production standard;

5.6. Continued cooperation with other agricultural and agricukuedhted organizations to address the animal isares;

5.7. The practice of educating livestocktgbitors and breeders about ethics and positive animajpcactices;

5.8. The exemption of farm visits by the general public, whether for profit or not, from licensing under the federal Animal
Welfare Act

5.9. Vigorous enforcement of fines and/or reimbursement for animal research lost and all costs and damage incurred when far
or research facilities are willfully damaged. Responsible persons or organizations should pay all costs;
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5.10.Criminal prosecution for individuals obtaining employment or entry into agricultural facilities under false or misleading
pretenses;
5.11.Legislation that requires person(s) witnessing animal atoussport findings to managemearid/or the proper authorities
as soon as feasible or within 24 hours of witnessing such action;
5.12.A proactive and aggressive effort to address attacks by activist orgarszati@mimahgriculture and the food industry;
513.Legi sl ation to prohibit photography or audio recording
5.14.The interstate commerce clause of the U.S. Constitfioall food commodity products which comply with public health
or food safetyegulation. There should be no restrictions on dtattate movement of food products that do not affect the
safe and healthy use of those prots; and
5.15.Producetled, voluntary quality assuranpeograms for all livestock sectors. We encourage all segments of the value chain,
from farm to fork, to participate in their respective quality assuranagram.

6. We oppose:
6.l. Legislation or regulations that | imit a producero6s rig
6.2. Any mandatory requirement that producers establish psychological profiles or dailplpgycél monitoring of individual
animals;

6.3. Initiatives, referendums or legislation that create standards above sound veterinary science and best management standa

6.4. Any laws or regulations which would mandate specific farming pradticikgestock production;

6.5. Federal legislation or regulations attempting to place an additional tax or fee associated with anipnatttees on each
animal produced by an agricultural production fagi

6.6. Legislation and regulations which would prohibit or unduly restrict the use of animals in research;

6.7. The use of educational materials in our public schit@sdiscourage use of animal products;

6.8. The concept of animal rightsd the expenditure of public funds to promote the concept of animal rights

6.9. Laws or regulations elevating the wbking of animals to a similar status as the righisewiple;

6.10.Legislation that would give animal rightsganizations the right to establish standards for the raising, marketing, handling,
feeding, housing or transportation of livestock including equines, poultry, aquacultuie-déearing animals;

6.11.Any legislation that would pay bounties to complainants;

6.12.The training of law enforcemepersonnel exclusively by any animal righislfare organization/group or thedusive use
of the groupsd literary/ course materi al for the purpos
containment of animals; and

6.13.Regulation/legislation that restricts the ability to transport animals, othectimaerning the legality of ownership or the
temporary containment of the spread of disease or feral hogs

7. We urge Congress to continue to address the problem of animaltegitésm

7.1. We support the Animal Enterprise Protection A£1992 and urge all states to adopt similar statutes;

7.2. Amend the federal tax code allow for suspension or revocation of taxempt status for federally recognized charities
linked to terrorist groups in the event that such relationships are confirmed by federal or state investigation;

7.3. The IRS should diligently pursue removal of xempt status to animal righisganizations whose level of political
activity exceeds the level allowed for charitable organizations; and

7.4. Direct the Office of Personnel Management to allow for permanent removal of the charity from the Combined Federal
Campaign list of eligible charities in the event that such relationships are confirmed by federal investigation andete requir
toreturn all funds they have received as a result of being on the Combined Federal Campaign list.

8. We recommend:

8.1. Stricter enforcement of laws requiring livestock market owners to water and feed livestock kept ovestagiiyiards and
markets;

8.2. Industrycoordinated, nommbulatory animal handling educational activities and oppose additional unreasonable federal
regulations;

8.3. The livestock industry opposes the shipment ofaobulatory lvestock from the farm to livestock markets or auctions

8.4. Separate classification of n@mbulatory livestock- those due to an injury or accident and those which are diseased. Non
ambulatory livestock dum injury or accident should be allowed to be slaughtered and processed for personal use;

8.5. Non-ambulatory livestock be properly handled or treated on the farm to avoid unnecessary suffering;

8.6. If the proper professionaldatment on the farm fails, n@mbulatory livestock be euthanized on the farm and properly
disposed;

8.7. If livestock becomes neambulatory during transport or while being held at livestock marketsamtrulatory livestock
should receive gpopriate veterinary treatment, and special arrangements be made to have animals that remain
nonresponsive after treatment euthanized, properly disposed and not used for human consumption;

8.8. The livestock industry support additional reséaaind evaluation of livestock husbandry including proper methods for the
movement of norambulatory livestock, design of livestock production, handling and transportation systems; and

8.9. The livestock industry encourages aggressive inigativithin its ranks to communicate the best modern animal husbandry
and handling practices, including but not limited to:

8.9.1. Methods to prevent livestock from becoming reombulatory;

8.9.2. Information on practical and acceptabiethods for the proper movement of reombulatory livestock;

8.9.3. Facility designs that promote the safe and appropriate production and movement of livestock; and

8.9.4. Education of producers and their employees on acceptedpl®for animal carand antibiotic residue avoidance.
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302 / Animal Health Emergency Management Preparedness

1.
2.

3.

Animal disease has a direct impact on food safehjich is fundamental to international trade.

Adequate USDA animal health facilities are critical to maintaining our waass research on both foreign and domestic

diseases. The Uteid States should use every means necessary to ensure that these diseases do not reach U.S. sail.

We recommend that the USDA continue to work to develop an accurate rapid testing program for Johne's disease. Additional

research is needed for demging diagnostics and vaccines, understanding the biology of organisms and determining why

diseases emerge. We and the international community must give priority to other emerging infectious diseases sanltas foot

mouth diseasé~MD), Exotic Newcastl®isease, West Nile Virysesicular stomatitidhovine spongiform encephalopathy

(BSB), classic swindever, porcine epidemic diarrhea virus, pseudoraliigserculosissalmonella, E. coli, scrapies, avian

influenzaand contagiousquine metritis.

We support:

4.1. The continued education and regulations for biosecisstyes already in place;

4.2. The development of a new wortthss national animal health emergency management system for the United States and
fully funded animal disease response teams to respond in a quick and adequate manner;

4.3. The development of prapproved offarm disposal plans to help mandgiass A animal disease outbreaks;

4.4. A farm premises identification program that is confidential and only used in case of a Class A animal disease outbreak;

4.5. Cooperative efforts, between government and industry, at theatitanal, national, state and local levels in crafting this
management system, such as the National Animal Health Emergency Management system. Components of this system
include prevention, preparedness, response and recovery;,

4.6. Expansion ofhe North American Vaccine Bank for foreign animal disease to meet emergency response requirements as
defined by the USDA;

47. Changing the focus of USDAO6s FMD emergency respongye pl
available vaccination control program;

4.8. The international bordestate tuberculosistandards and adequate regulations to ensure imported cattle are tuberculosis
free;

4.9. The development and production of f@idmouth diseaseaccine on U.S. soil and/or by a U&ntrolled company;

4.10.Funding for emerging infectious animal disease research on sclapi@'s, porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome
(PRRS), anthrax, chronic wasting disegsarcine circovirus typ@ (PCV2), influenzasnd similar respiratory diseases
affecting domestic livestock and poultry, and cryptosporigdedisch is a critical component to a national aritmealth
emergency management system; and

4.11.The inspection of all species and equipment from any country known to have FMD and/or &8Fother disease that
may pose a threat to the U.S. livestock industry.

303 / Aguaculture

1.
2.

3.

10.

5€

We urge Congress to continue and adequately fund regional aquaculture centers.

Recognizing the extremely short shelf life of sca@aculture feeds, we recommend that aquaculture feed labels include date of

production and be legible.

Individual tagging or other marking of aquacultural products should not be required. Records commonly maintained irethe cour

of normal busings should be sufficient to document legally produced aquacultural products.

We recommend that soft shell crabs and turtles be included in any future aquaculture census conducted by U.S. government

agencies.

We recommend that USDA's NatmlnAgricultural Statistics Service conduct a national census of aquaculture every five years.

We recommend that freshwater aquaculture producers be exempt from permits and fees required as a prerequisite toallow the

hold, raise and sell aquature species.

We encourage USDA Animal Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) to work with the aquaculture industry and producers in

developing rules to contain Viral Hemorrhagic Septicemia (VHS) while not adversely affecting the marketimguatiolgy

interstate transport of live fish not infected with the virus.

We urge the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force to adoptdaetaquatic invasive speci@alS) hazard analysis and critical

control point (HACCP)rograms as a means to prevent the spread of AIS. Environmental DNA (eDNA) and polymerase chain

reaction (PCR) testing should not be used as primary regulatory enforcement tools.

We urge Congress to adequately fund USDA Veterinary Servicessbretgiests for surveillance funding for VHS disease to

prevent its spread within the United States.

We support:

10.1.Federal legislation recognizing aquaculture and aquaponics as an agricultural industry with full benefits of traditional
agriculture such as production insuraniealth certification, loan guarantesasd expedited approval;

10.2.APHIS as the lead agency in establishing animal health certification and a national aquatic aitimpldre

103.Al cing/ Chill Killodd being recognized by USDA/ APHI S as a

10.4.Efforts to resolve the fish import situation, particularly Viethamese and Chinese Basa. Efforts should include all areas suc
as antidumping, incresed Food and Drug Administration (FDA) inspection and specific laheling



10.5.Federally funded U.S. aquaculture research priorities that are developed with industry input and direction to assure such
findings will serve industry needsicluding the development of a live fish test to address disease concerns. Federally
funded aquaculture research at publicly funded institutions (including the regional aquaculture centers) should not compet
with private sector aquaculture. Such aquaralresearch funding should contain an extension component to get research
results out to the targeted U.S. aquaculture industry;

10.6.Action being taken to amend the Lacey Azgllow free interstate commerce of legitimately growharvested
aquaculture products. Any limits to the movement of nonindigenous species should be balanced with the need to investig:
new species to culture;

10.7.Legislation to exempt private aquacultural products from the Laceyitil such an exemption occurs, we support:
10.7.1.Reducing the extreme penalties that are assessed with a violation;
10.7.2.Increasing the market value from $350 to $50,000 to trigger the felony provisions;
10.7.3.Changing the current language frérk nowi ngl yo to #Awillingly or purpose
10.7.4.Exempting farmers and farms from warrantless arrest and search and seizure;

10.8.Federal assistance in the form of lavterest loans or other disaster relief for fish farmers who must remodelaut @f
business due to whirling disease;

10.9.General labelingf aquaculture drugs for classes, families or other groupings or life stages of aquatic species. We oppose
specieshy-species labelingf drugs;

10.10. The concept of group or lot identification and oppose individual identification for aquaculture in the event animal 1D
is maintained;
10.11. Congressional action to transfer authority for wildlife damage to aquaculture crops and livestock from &e Fish

Wildlife Service (FWS) to USDA's Wildlife Services regarding the control of predatory dird®ther predators. Increased
funding for programs that allow continued legal depredation efforts and roost dispersal of avian spegffecth
aquaculture production and loss of property to private and commercial fishery owners;

10.12. The coordination of the various segments of the industry in order to promote industry understanding and
harmonization;

10.13. The 1991 language ofationwide permit 4 with regards to planting shellfish in submerged aquatic vegetation beds,
instead of the 1996 revision language;

10.14. A scientific study of the beneficial environmental and economic effects of shellfish aquaculture in coastabfegions
the United States;

10.15. The exemption of fish farms from Farm Service Agency (FSA) restrictions on loans in a floodplain;

10.16. The strict enforcement of current laws and penalties in cases of theft and/or willful destruction of §kklHisth
raised for sale;

10.17. The legalization of the sale of U-Bropagated freshwater turtles that have been certified salmdirgad|a

10.18. FWS and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) allow aquaculturists to obtain plant materials,

invertebrates, vertebrates, broodstock, eggs or juveniles from the wild as required for aquaculture purposes as long as the
wild population is not adversely affected;

10.19. Any legally acquired plant materials, invertebrates, vertebrates, broodstoslgrgggeniles should be the property
of the aquaculturist upon arrival at the farm and be considered agricultural products;

10.20. The development of a rapid response team by the federal government to control nonindigenous aquatic species
should be a jimt APHIS and FWS effort, since APHIS is the most experienced federal agency in dealing with invasive
species

10.21. The use of private aquaculture for contracts prior to building new public hatcheerggamding existing facilities.
Priority should be given to aquatic species quality and full cost of production of those species;

10.22. The development of paddlefisimd sturgeofarming through cotinued research on captive propagation and
husbandry practices. We also support a cooperative effort between padifiefisturgeofarms and state and federal
agencies. We recommend amending theaBgdred Species Act to allow free interstate and international commerce of
legitimately grown or harvested paddlefeid sturgeoproducts including the shortnose sturgeon

10.23. USDA Food Safety and Inspection Service should, as directed by the 2008 Farm Bill, immediately begin the
inspection of all domestic and imported fish that is called or considered "catfish”;
10.24. Increased funding for consumer education, research ambercally practical methods for treatments of shellfish

to control and remove Vibrio and urge the FDA to allow time for such research to be conducted before moving forward wit
ongoing efforts and proposals to prevent summertime harvesting of sheliéisbed for raw consumption; and

10.25. Funding for National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) to be the lead agency in facilitating the
discussion on the expansion of marine aquaculture sites in federally regulated waters with industal,astdtand
federal agencies. NOAA having a cohesive plan to:

10.25.1. Identify marine aquaculture sites in federal waters;

10.25.2. Assist industry in the placement of marine aquaculture in federal waters;
10.25.3. Reduce conflicts among competing uyses

10.25.4. Minimize adverse impacts on the environment; and

10.25.5. Identify activities for potential ctocation with aquaculture operations.

11. We oppose:



11.1.Any federal regulatory agency that would duplicate or supersede state contegalating the aquaculture industry at the
state level;

11.2.FWS listing any species as injurious wildlife under the Laceyuftit a formal risk assessment has been conducted on that
species by FWS;

11.3.FWSlisting aquatic animal diseases as injurious species under the Lackgdacise USDA/APHIS already regulates
aguatic animal diseases in the United States;

11.4.FWS requiring fish farmers to keep a daily, insteathohthly, log on birds killed under an FWS depredation permit or
depredation order;

11.5.Any change or reclassification of baitfiak a food additive by the FDA;

11.6.The listing of triploid black carpndgrass car@s an injurious wildlife species;

11.7.Any component of the Management and Control Plan for Asian Batpnight place unnecessary and/or burdensome
regulations on aquaculture producers;

11.8.Canadian restrictions on importation of live bighead and grassAthigarp must be killed before leaving@anadian fish

market;
11.9.FDA mandated sale prohibitions without consultation with the interstate Shellfish Sanitation Conference; and
11.10. The closure of the Harry K. Dupree Stuttgart National Aquaculture Center.

304 / Commercial Fishing

1. We support:
1.1. Regulatory or legislative reform of federal requirements for maamtee of logbooks by commercial fishermen which
divulge proprietary information and individual trade secrets; and
1.2. The commercial harvesting of Atlantic herring to be rendered into a fish meal product to be used in aquaculture feed.
2. We opmse all legislation that attempts to make any commercially caught fish a gamefish only or to make the sale of such fish
illegal.
305 / Beef Checkoff
1. We support the Beef Promotion and Research Act of 1985 and teeakied of State Beef Councilé/e favor allowing the free
market system to work in the U.S. beef industry
2. We support the following changes to the beef chegkaif¥isions:
2.1. An opportunity to petition for a referendum;
2.2. Anincrease of the checkaféte;
2.3. Enhanced understanding of the Federation of State Beef Cquncils
2.4. Making the checkoffnore inclusive; and
2.5. Half of the beef checkofftay in the state of origin without the requirements that producers sign a form to keep checkoff
funds in state.
3. Unless approved by a cattle producer referendum in advance, we oppose:
3.1. Any national beef checkoffrogram established under the Commodity Promof@search, and Information Act of 1996;
and
32. 0t her changes to the selection process for the Cattl em
306 / Equine
1. We support:

5¢

1.1. The use of equine for transportation, recreation and business;

1.2. Legislation and rulings that allow the sale, possession and transport of horses intendswk&siny or rendering, and
encourage a national education campaign targeted toward legislators and thastedie consequences of eliminating
equine harvest, resulting in unintended animal abuseneglect, and the negative impact on the equine industry;

1.3. Domestic ownership, control and location of equine processing facilities with the understanding that facility owners will pa:
for approved USDA inspection if federal funding is not &alle;

1.4. The reopening or development of new equine harvesting facilities;

1.5. The classification of horses as livestock;

1.6. Maintaining accessibility to federal and state lands for equine activities through the passage of the Najturtal Ritle"

Act;

1.7. Funding for USDA Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS) inspectors in facilities that harvest horses;

1.8. Including all aspects of the equine industry in the agricultural census;

1.9. Encouraging equine owners tolftokh American Association of Equine Practitioners (AAEP) core vaccination guidelines for
equine health and disease related issues;

1.10.Including horses in the definition of livestock as it applies to qualifying for federal disaster programs;

1.11.Individual and norgovernmental organization rights to remove horses from harvest as long as they take possession of the
horses and are responsible for their care and feeding;

1.12.When an equine is in the custody of a government agency and an adh@stioot been able to take place within 6 months,
that equine should be euthanized with minimal stress without delay and processed,;



1.13.Legislation that would recognize the inherent risks of equine activities;

1.14.The development of a nationaktang and surveillance program for Piroplasmosis;

1.15.Funding for USDA FSIS to create withdrawal protocols for animal remedies used in the equine industry;

1.16.Working with veterinary schoolsnd veterinary associations to encourage education on the use of captive it gun
equine euthanasia. This AAEP and American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) approved euthanasia method is
more environmentally friendly than barbiturateerdose and ensures more optiforscarcass disposal;

1.17.Congress directing funds that were previously allocated to inspection of processing plants (and removed in 2015 budget) |

research withdrawal times for equine phacmaticalsand develop rapid diagnostic drug residue testing procedures for
horses bound for processing;
1.18.All inspection processes relative to the Horse Protection Act by industry and/or BI8IDWd include scieneleased criteria
to arrive at an objective summation of compliance orcmmpliance; and
1.19.The unrestricted use of horse pads for purposes of shoeing horses.
2. We oppose:
2.1. The passagef the Horse Slaughter Prevention Actsimilar legislation;
2.2. The classification of horses as companion animals;
2.3. Any regulations that prohibit the harvest of equines;
2.4. Any legislation that would curtail movement into Mex@od Canadaf horses that meet the requirements of existing trade
agreements;
2.5. Coggins testing for horses going ditly to slaughter; and
2.6. Legislation or regulation that would ban the use of double deck livestock trailers for horses as long as the trailers are
adequately designed.
3. Equine Dentistry
3.1. We support excludip certified equine dentists from being regulated as practicing veterinarians.

307 / Livestock and Poultry Health

1. We recognize thaeeed for feed additiveend medication in livestock, poultand minor species. We favor judicious use and
withdrawal restrictions of feed additivaad therapeuticdVe oppose the banning of such additives and therapeWesurge
thorough investigation of the accuracy of the tests used by government agencies to determine drug residues in livestock and
poultry. Producers who have haddrug tissue residue violation and remain compliant for 12 consecutive months should have
their names removed from all violators lists.

2. When animals or groups of animals are partially or completely condemned, there should be a completeparitterthie seller
recording any permanent identification of the animals and stating the reason for condemnation

3. Livestock feed labels should provide clear, concise and accurate information regarding ingredients andlrinfdtimation.

The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and state feed control officials should consider making modifications in labeling
requirements by developing more specific classifications of animal psmeaites such as "neruminant derived animal

proteirs," "ruminant derived animal protethand "noamammalian derived animal protsihto provide producers with the
information they need to ake the certifications about feeding practices that the marketplace is demanding. It is unnecessary to
label feed ingredients according to species origin. We support the use of the current warning statement of feed lalbesds that s
"Do not feed to catl or other ruminantsf the feed contains ingredients prohibited to be fed to ruminanEDA rules.

4. To help ensure international uniformity in standards for pharmaceutical approval the FDA should usie sesgdifch data of
foreign countries to assist in approving animal health products for use in the United States. We further encourageoCongress t
ensure adequate funding for the National Animal Disease Center, National Veterinary Services LaboratenyearidrC
Veterinary Biologics and the Poison Plant Disease Center.

5. In an effort to protect the entire livestock and poultdustry, we believe that farm animals raised in urban areas should follow

similar animal health protocol and production practices as those raised in agricultural areas.

We encourage producers to participate in voluntary quality assupeogeams.

We encourage the use of electronic animal health papéhsthe ability to include but not require actual digital photos of the

animal, for relevant species. Digital photosgfiinemay be practical; however, digital photos of mass transit animals like cattle

and hogsare not practical.

8. In an attempt to minimize economic impacts, no human disease should be named after an animal or commodity.

9. We oppose any producer checkoff or assesstodnind national livestock disease eradication programs, including but not
limited to brucellosisscrapie and pseudorahies

10. We support:

No

10.1.Legislation that would continue the ability of veterinarians to prescribe drugs and the accepted extra label usage of drugs

needed for proper animal care. Adequate funding should be provided for the Food Animal Residue Avoidancetbatabank
allow for continued, free, immediate expert consultation to livestock owners and veterinarians in the event of accidental
drug or toxin exposure to livestock or poultieterinariarprescribed and FDApproved aniral medication should be
permitted to be stored in production facilities in properly secured enclosures;

10.2.The continued sale of veterinary prescribed and-thecounter animal health products and oppose further restrictions on
their use, includingny required ofiarm reporting of drugs administered to livestock;



11.

6C

10.3.Amending the Controlled Substanaet to allow a veterinariato transport and dispense controlletstance in the usual
course of wveterinary practice at a site other than the
practice, so long as the site is within a state witllee veterinariais licensed to practice;

10.4.Adequate funding for FDA's proposals to increase the research development and availability of approved asifoal drug
minor uses and minor species (MUMS Doa@nt) as well as the concept that there should be different requirements for
drug approval for minor species and minor uses;

10.5.Research, development and importation of labeled animal health products;

10.6.Expedited approval for import to the U@.U.S. approved products which, due to economic constraints, are no longer
manufactured in the U.S.;

10.7.The development of a core animal disease surveillance, control and eradication program to prevent the introduction of
foreign or emerging animaliseases and poultdiseases and pesido this country and to control and eradicate those that
exist;

10.8.The efforts of state agencies to control rabies. We recognize the need for restricted ¢dilbabires vaccine. We encourage
continued research into effective ways to immunize wildlife against rabies and make those vaadiheavailable to
responsible state agencies;

10.9.The development and identification of a swift awturate live animal diagnostic test for Chronic Wasting DiS@aa¢D)
and an eradication program;

10.10. Federal agencies assisting in providing funding for genetic resistance research to eliminate CWD in cervidaes;

10.11. Farm animal vaccinesontaining potentially dangerous endotoXiesrequired to be labeled to identify possible side
effects and preventive measures;

10.12. The National Veterinary Medic&8ervices AcC{NVMSA), which provides veterinary school graduates stuttear

repayment if they agree to work in underserved areas. We encourage Congress to fund NVMSA and USDA to work with
the livestock indstry to develop participation guidelines that include giving priority to those who agree to enter the food
animal and rural veterinary fields;

10.13. We support the elimination of the tax on Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment Program (VMLRP) awards;
10.14. USDA continuing to work with the livestock and dairy industries to further develop methods to control leukosis
10.15. USDA requiring all commercial feadeing sal show the total digestible nutrients in the feed;

10.16. Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) actively pursuing epidemiological studies on Vesicular

Stomatitis(VS) and that the Aggultural Research Service (ARS) move quickly to study vectors, reservoirs and mode of
transmission;

10.17. APHIS and ARS supporting research for the development of a licensed VS vaccine and protocol for vaccine use;

10.18. APHIS maintaining adequatéa$f involvement and monetary support to find solutions for the current outbreak and
prevent recurrence of VS;

10.19. APHIS carefully evaluating international restrictions on animals and especially on products to assure that such
restrictions arasciencebased:;

10.20. Federal legislation, regulations or programs that support regionalization by APHIS to modernize animal movement
regulations;

10.21. More research and education on the impact of Lyme diseakether tickoorne diseases carried by wildlife that
cause serious illness to humans and animals;

10.22. The United States having its own testing requirements for animal diseases based only on sounavgbiereey
effort to adhere to the Office of International Epizootics risk assesssteerdards;

10.23. Producersé continued access and ability to use poly
reduce methangroduction in cattle and to serve as a coccidiostat in poultry

10.24. Changing the federal definition of a veterinafient-patient relationship (VCPR) to allow for the use of
telemedicinevhen making an animal health diagnosis and recommending a course of treatments;

10.25. lonophores used in livestock and poulprpduction be reclassified as antiparasitics, not antibiotics; and

10.26. That any producer checkoff or assmento fund a national livestock disease surveillance or eradication program

be subject to producer oversight and/or contain a mandatory sunset provision.
Animal Antibiotics
11.1.To protect the continued use of critieadimal health products we support the following:
11.112.Cl ari fication and further review of FDAO&s veterinar
protocols. We also support a plan for education regarding the purpose and implemehtagoviFD for producers,
feed distributors and veterinary professionals;
11.12.FDAb6s Veterinary Feed Directive (VFD) pandigjectablei ng t h
antibiotic products;
11.1.3.Soundscienceas the basis for decisianaking and policy development regarding antibiotics/antimicrobials used in
food animal production;
11.1.4.Use of the National Antimicrobial Resistance Monitoring System, the National Animal Heaitihaving System
and USDA's food safety monitoring system to address issues of antimicrobial resistance trendsénfebdcteria
and animal health;
11.1.5.Regulation of antibiotics/antimicrobials at the national level to avoid alsyadéate patcivork of regulation;



12.

13.

14.

15.

11.1.6.A multi-agency approach to garm antimicrobialresistant bacteria trend research and surveillance that includes
APHIS, ARS, Food Safety and Inspection Service and livestock producers;

11.1.7.Rather than limitations or elimation of animal health and food safety protection tools, we would accept
veterinariaroversight of antibiotic use, where veterinar@auersight is defined as a workingagbnship with a
licensed veterinariaand allow for the purchasing of animal pharmaceutigsilsg a prescription without the
requirement of purchasing directly framveterinarian

11.1.8.The veterinary/patient client relationship as it relates to medical use and antibiotics, and the information should
remain confidential and not subject to Freedom of Informatictirequests. Similar to other farm data, all animal
healthrecord ar e the property of the farm and require the

11.1.9.Current slaughter surveillance, tegtiand inspection as appropriate food safety and animal health protocol,

11.1.10. The use of a standard symbol for all drugs that require a withdrawal time;
11.1.11. The FDA allowing the extra label use of cephalosparitimicrobialdrugs in animals when warranted; and
11.1.12. Amending the VFD to allow veterinarians to prescribe ebbel use of antimicrobial drugs in animals

when warranted, including in the treatment of minor species. The VCPR establishes sufficient oversight of
veterinarians for extréabel use when necessary.
11.2We oppose any attempt to reclassify etfecounter nomprescription injectable antibiotics to prescriptionly status.
Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy (BSE
12.1.We support:
12.1.1.Continued research to verify the means of transmission ofé®8Enethods to inactivate the causative agent;
12.1.2.Federal legislation, regulations or programs which will support the establishment of a fund withint & beef
and dairy producers to voluntarily submit the heads of downer aniondaiecreased BSEurveillance;
12.1.3. A uniform international standard to confirm BSE
12.1.4.Confidentiality of all incoclusive BSEest results;
12.1.5.Announcements relating to BS&sting be made during ndrading hours at the Chicago Mercantile Exchange
(CME);
12.1.6.Continued monitoring and surveillance programs for B8&#& othe Transmissible Spongiform Encephalopathies
(TSE) in the United States; and
12.1.7.A ban on the inclusion in ruminant feeds of any animal pretsaientifically shown to transmit BSE
Brucellosis
13.1.Since brucellosiss a dangerous disease agent transmittable from wildlife to domestic livestock and humans, we support th
enactment of a mechanism and the appropriation of funds to require federal agencies in custody of wildlife to compensate
livestock owners and otheggrieved entities for actual expenses and losses brought about by conflicts from wildlife when
such losses can be substantiated.
13.2.We support the BNational Tuberculosis and Brucello€®mmittee in its effort to control/eradiesbovine TB and
brucellosisn Mexicoand to prevent its spread to this country. We urge USDA to adopt regulations consistent with the
borderstates' consensus document. The goal is theledeneradication of the diseases in both countries. This should
include the development and validation of rapid tests for the diseases as well as the ability to trace infected antmals back
their point of origin. If TBinfected cattle continue to arrive the United States from any Mexican state, we should urge
USDA to place more stringent inspection, quarantine and testing requirements on all imported animals from that state.
13.3.We support:
13.3.1. A quarantine of wildlife in Yellowstone Park tiint is certified free of brucellosiand TB;
13.3.2. Adequate program funding to complete eradication and provide needed monitoring and surveillance;
13.3.3.The federal government continuing full funding of brucell@sistrol activities in all infected states;
13.3.4.A voluntary herd depopulatiogprogram and increased surveillance in order to speed up brucebosisl;
13.3.5.Efforts to strengthen brucellodesws and regulations and make them uniform among states;
13.3.6.Updating state and federal rules regarding vaccination of cattle to coincide with RB51 vaccine science versus Strai
19 vaccine, including mandatory vaccinatiorheffers for breeding and possibly adult cattle; and
13.3.7. State and federal funding for developing a more effective vaccine for protecting cattle and wildlife from brucellosis
spread by wildlife and expanding research and diagndstiesderstand the true health exposure.
Cattle
14.1.We support:
14.1.1.Implementation and funding for the National Strategic Plan for the Cattle Fever Tick Pidgraloped in 2006;
14.1.2.Immediatefunding to eliminate Fever Ticksom the temporary preventive quarantine areas and prevent their spread
throughout the United States;
14.1.3.Research to develop a test for accurate ehigte testing for Persistemfectious Bovine Viral Diarrhea (FBVD);
14.1.4.The program developed by the cattle industry requiring that all bulls 18 months of age and older offered for sale, af
auctionsor at private treaty, be for slaughteryunless verified trichomoniasfsee with written certification of a
negative trichomoniasis test within 30 days prior to sale; and
14.1.5.Research and eventual eradication of the screw worm.
Johnebts Disease
15.1.We support:
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15.1.1.Implementation of a mulyear program to identify Johne's disease infected animals and to provide an indemnity
payment at fair market value for disposal of cattle whose fecal culture has tested positive for this disease; and

15.1.2.The voluntary Johne's hiestatus program developed by USDA and an accurate rapid testing program. USDA
should:
15.1.2.1. Develop an accurate blood test for Johne's Disease; and
15.1.2.2. Support funding to reduce the producer's cost to test for Johne's Disease.

16. TB (Tuberculosis)
16.1.We support:

16.1.1.USDA developing a more accurate TB test;

16.1.2.USDA allowing states to have split state status for TB certification;

16.1.3.The Emergency Action Plan to complete the eradication of TB, and sufficienaféaiealing for the elimination of
TB in the United States;

16.1.4. Amending the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) and the Uniform Methods and Rules (UM&R) governing the
USDA TB eradication program to allow the state's animal health authority to quarBBtinéected herds, employ
testandremove procedures to eliminate infection, and control movement within areas of risk defined by scientific
analysis, rather than requiring depopulation of infected herds and downgrading the TB status of the entire state.
Additionally, we support amending the CFR and UM&R to base any downgrading of states' status on prevalence an
risk of disease spread;

16.1.5.Counting tesandremove herds as TB positive herds only for the one year in which the herd had a positist TB te

16.1.6.Changes in the national Mycobacterium bovis TB testing requirements that eliminate the need for an individual tes
for animal movement from a lower disease prevalence zone to a higher disease prevalence zone; and

16.1.7.The establishment andilization of a science based zoning approach and testing process to address disease risk (e.
a 10 mile radius zone around new TB positive domestic livestock herds where wildlife is involved).

17. Poultry
17.1.We support:

17.1.1.A ban on the inclusion of ruminant animal protein poultryfeeds;

17.1.2.The practice that all poultrgrates and Pullman trailers used to haul live fowl (spent)Henslaughter be cleaned
and sanitized after each use at the poutocessing plant;

17.1.3.The development of a higtontainment facility by USDA to study avian influeresad an appropriate vaccine;

17.1.4.The continuation of the federatate cooperative agreement for animal avian health and surveillance pédtlow
H5/H7 avian influenzat current levels;

17.1.5. Authorization of poultrydisasterassistance for growers, including contract growers, implésddny USDA to
cover Avian InfluenzgAl) production /revenue losses and associated disposal andugleaosts;

17.1.6.Preventing, detecting and responding to future cases of kiglthogenic Al as a pnity for poultry growers,
industry and federal and state animal health officials. Prevention starts with sound workable biqeeosilyres
included in the dailynanagement activities carried out by growers and integratods
17.1.6.1. We support:

17.1.6.1.1Expanding federal, state and industry response capabilities to enable rapid detection and respons
in domestic poultrylocks;
17.16.1.2Modi fying USDAGO6s indemnity progr am andcordract i t
growers in the event of flock depopulation; and
17.1.6.1.3Streamlining theorocess for payment of indemnity and the cost of eliminating viruses to assist
growers in returning to production.
17.2.We oppose mandatory testing of commercial laying flocks for Salmasreiaitidis until therés a statistically significant
reliable testing procedure and protocol. Furthermore, we recommend that tHeetthqeogram be discontinued.
18. Sheep
18.1.We support:

18.1.1.More research and education on the impact of Bluetemmlivestock;

18.1.2.All owners of sheepparticipating in the Federal Scrapie Eradication Program;

18.1.3.Identification and trace baak source flocks for sapie. All source flocks for scrapie should be identified for a
minimum of one year even if there is a change in ownership. The National Scrapie Eradication Program should be
administered consistently across state lines, including rules for tagging atitiddéon of breeding animals;

18.1.4.Continued priority funding for scrapie research until the disease is controlled through the ongoing testing regimen;
and

18.1.5.The implementation and funding of a USDA Shaep Goat Scrapie Voluaty Flock Certification Program. We
will support efforts to develop a swift and accurate live animal diagnostic test for scrapie and other TSEs.

18.2.We oppose banning domestic shé&epn federal and state lands where Big Horn Shesge been introduced.
19. Specialty Livestock
19.1.We support:

19.1.1.USDA recognizing privatelpwned cervidaand camelidaas domestic livestock. We urge imdlual states to take

similar action;
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19.1.2.USDA seeking authority to regulate the interstate movement of ceritheamelidaand developing uniform
standards of testing and appriate follow up procedures. Individual states are encouraged to adopt these standards;
and

19.13.The removal of the Department of the Interiorés (DC
continue to regulate netiomesticated amals.

20. Swine

20.1.We support:

20.1.1.Adequate funding of the pseudorabéeadication plan developed by the swingustry and strengthening the
pseudorabielaws and regulations to require cleanup of infected herds;

20.1.2.Programs to develop and utilize swift and accurate tests to diagnose tiichwiaeat slaughter and ultimately
certify the United States trichirfeee;

20.1.3. An efficient, strong, and adequately funded brucellosigrol progran leading to eradication of this disease in
swinefrom the United States and Puerto Rico

20.1.4.USDA continuing to assist countries which have experienced outbreaks of Africarfevént® eradicate this
disease and prevent its spread to the United States; and

20.1.5.Creating assurance among swpreducers, veterinariar@d packerallowing for the timely marketing of animals
from herds infected with a neneportable disease (e.g., Seneca Valley Virus) where animals are otherwise safe to
travel, not contagious and pose no food safety risk.

21. Transportation/Interstate & International

21.1.Agencies that have import responsibility for mammal, gastropmtile, avian or aquatic animal species should be
mandated legislatively to coordinate impartjuirements with USDA to reduce the risk of animal diseases being introduced.
Firmer measures should be taken and more stringent penalties imposed to avoid the sofyggfibigds into the country
by requiring the n@ro-chipping of all imported birds during the time they are in commerce.
21.2.We support:
21.2.1.The USDA program to prevent the introduction of exotic diseases into the United States from foreign countries;
21.2.2.The USDA working with the statenamal health officials on the development of an electronic signature option for
animal health certificates that require a veterinary signature;
21.2.3.USDA regulations allowing certified veterinaritathniciango issue health certificates for interstate movement of
livestock;
21.2.4.Federal regulations and programs which will encourage greater uniformity among states and countries in the testin
and health requirements necessary for interstate and intemaddtemsportation of livestock, nontraditional livestock
and birds;
21.2.5.The establishment of a reciprocal agreement among brucedlodi$ B free states which would enable interstate
movement of cattle originating from brucelloaisd TB free herds by waiving the requirement for multiple pre
movement brucellosiand TB testing;
21.2.6.Steppeeup surveillance to prevent the illegal entry of livestock, avian, aquatic and reptilian spaciesir
foreign country; and
21.2.7.Permanent inspection stations for imported livestock on the U.S. side adjacent to the border

308 / Livestock ldentification

1.

A national animal identificatiosystem that facilitates animal disease tracealsilityuld be considered a separate astrait

issue from countrpf-origin labeling. We favor the continued use of legally recognized traditional methods of permanent
identification of livestock for individual ownership.

Any new method of livestock identificatighould only be considered if it is proven equally practical and effective as current
methods and is a legally recognized form of proof of ownership in all states having livestock brand law. We urge the USDA to
conduct a full cost analysis studffa national animal identificatiosystem program and to publish the details. No action should
be mandatory until Congress has published the cost figures and appropriated funding.

We support the establishnteand implementation of a marketiven voluntary national animal identificatiegstem capable of
providing support for animal disease control and eradication, and further enhancingweaqiets folU.S. beef products.

Individual states and/or tribes should have control of the animal ID program, not a private "for profit* company. Wetsipport
opportunity for each state to decide the entity controlling their respective animal ID program databa&serHn the event of a
disease outbreak, the controlling entities must be equipped to communicate and utilize the system to track and trac@animals
timely manner.

A cost effective national system of livestock identificatiefth adequate cost share among government, industry and producers
should be established and regulated by an advisory board of producers, processors and USDA. Any such program must protec
producers from liability for acts of others aftetestock leaves the producers' hands, including nuisancensuitsg everyone

who handled particular livestock.

We support the following guidelines for a livestock identificatiwagram:

5.1. The program must be as simple and inexpensive as possible for producers to implement;

5.2. Cost share support from the federal government is vital especially for development and implementation;

5.3. Producer information shall be confidaitand exempt from disclosure under the Freedom of InformatdFOIA);



5.4,
5.5.
5.6.
5.7.

5.8.

5.9.

Information shall be made available only to the proper animal health authorities in the event of adiaaasalincident.
Any unauthorized use shall constitute a felony;

The identification of animals will not be required until transported across state lines;

All imported animals should be permanently identified regarding their countrygri apon entry into the United States;
Ensuring the security of producer information and respecting the privacy of producers by only collecting data necessary tc
establish a traeback system;

All current animaldisease programs should be incorporated into a national animal identifiegdtem. Producers should
need only one number for all programs; however, due to the voluntary nature of a national animal idensijisteonan
optout method should be available to producers at their request;

Allowing an exclusion from any government mandated livestock tracegitiyram for cate under 18 months of age and
those going directly to slaughter;

5.10.The development of uniform standards for electronic identification;
5.11.The development and adoption of livestock identificatexhnology which will enhance the implementation of vdiased

marketing;

5.12.The hotiron brand identification method as a legal, federally recognized method of permanent identification/proof of

ownershipin those states that have livestock brand laws; and

5.13.Meeting the reasonable identification requirements of foreign trade partners and overseas customers, ensuring the U.S.

reputation as a reliable supplier of meat.

6. We oppose the labeling of the U.S. and Canadian ch#ttds as one North American herd.

309 / Livestock Information Reporting

1. Wesupport mandatory price reportifay the livestock industry.

2. We support accurate and timely reporting of wholesale and retail meat prices.

3. Price reportingprograms should be administeregthe Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS) of USDA.
4. We support:

4.1.

4.2

4.3.

4.4,

4.5.

4.6.
4.7.

Price reportingnformation being provided to the Grain InspectiBackerand Stockyards Administration emhance
enforcement of the Packeaed Stockyards Act;

State and federal market reporting activities involving auction barns, special and seasonal feeder animal sales and beef,
swine, poultry dairy, lamband goat breeding animals being continued;

USDA-AMS developing protocols and rules to allow auctitmselfreport results and price information when conditions

or funding prevent official reporters from attending individual auctimnsales;

Modernizing the livestock market reporting by the USDA for daily accurate and correct market information that will
minimize the possibility of manipulation by market speculators;

USDA including in its monthly livestock reports, information indicating the number and origin of imported and destination
of exported livestock;

USDA implementingoublication rules that maintain confidentiality of individual and private business information; and
USDA developing better reporting mechanisms for sheep, tardlgoat market information.

310/ Livestock Marketing

1. Livestock producers should have access to competitive markets for price discovery that accurately determines the value of the
products.
We support:

2.

2.1

2.2,
2.3.

2.4,
2.5,

Development and implementation of valo@sel marketing systems which convey the true value of product quality from
the retail market to the farm;

Contracts and marketing regulations should recognize spaméedfic business and marketing structures;

Rights of producers and packep enter into formula pricing, grid pricing and other marketing arrangements and contract
relationships. Contracts and marketing arrangements should specify a negotiated base price before commitment to delive
Such contracts and pricing arrangementsikhnot be used to manipulate the market to the detriment of producers. We
encourage producers to retain control over contract delivery and/or contract completion in furtheranceaafdeaue
marketing;

Encouragingco-ops to play a larger role in the meat industry by building or acquiring packing hauses

Development of new risk management tools to enhance the ability of fira#yock farmers to cope with meat

fluctuations.

311/ Organic Nutrient Management

1. Organic agricultural byroducts, including manure, are valuable resources and we oppose classifying them as industrial, solid o
hazardous waste, or raw sewage.
2. We believe:
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2.1

In investment in technical support and the development of information resources in conjunction with the Soil and Water
Conservation District, Cooperative Extension Service, and Natural Resources Conservation Service;



4.

2.2. Adequate research should be completed to determine air quaditydomparameters that provide scientifically proven
levels for livestock health and worker safety;

2.3. There must be no direct disrge from manure storage systems or livestock facilities to surface waters, drainage ditches or
field tiles due to negligence, poor management and faulty structural design. Direct discharges due to natural causes shoul
be exempt from civil and punitiveepalties and damages;

2.4. Research on manure management is a high priority including such topics ascagtion, waste and nutrient management
and artificial wetland remediation of nutrients. Some flexibility should be allowed inngistiaanagement;

2.5. Any proposed law, rule or regulation which would restrict a farmer's nutrient management practices shall only be
implemented if consistent with best management pradii2e®s) developed at the state level with the cooperation and
assistance of our state land grenstitutions with considerations given for local conditions. The authority for enforcement
and implementation of these standards sthtvel clearly defined to protect farmers from differing interpretations by state or
federal agencies;

2.6. Coordination is required between the permitting agency for a livestock facility and the agency which designs the facility;

2.7. Government ageies must utilize proven scientific practices when developing policies concerning manure management
facilities and the application of manure;

2.8. Government cosshare funding should be made available to producers for constructing manure hantitieg taccorrect
existing problems;

2.9. Industry should develop guidelines for responsible and balanced environmental protection for confined aninhhkseits
guidelines should includéut not be limited to, provisions covering manure control and management, separation distances,
odormanagement, emergency spill response plans, etcetera; and

2.10.Expansion of any existing regulatory authority should not threaten tliy abiindependent producers to compete. Any
standards that require changes in infrastructure for existing facilities must be based on proven scientific research and sha
consider a codbenefit analysis.

We support:

3.1. Programs that edu@farmers on techniques regarding properly managed organic nutrient systems and a public relations
program to emphasize methods by which farmers protect the environment by using properly managed organic nutrient
systems; and

3.2. The concept of a voldary certified nutrient applicator program.

We oppose:

4.1. Efforts to impose a new layer of federal regulations and bureaucracy to existing federal and state regulations affecting
agricultural operations;

4.2. Any federal mandate amutrient management. Each state should negotiate and/or implement its own specific program.
Information obtained by government agencies on agricultural producers pertaining to nutrient management plans should t
kept confidential;

4.3. Awarding punitive damages in oddawsuits; and

4.4. Undue restrictions on spreading poulitier on farmland.

312 / Packers and Stockyards Act

1.

We will work with the Grain InspectigriPackers and Stockyard Administration (GIPSA) for more strict enforceshent

regulations requiring poultrip be weighed on the nearest scale within a reasonable time, not to exceed eight hours, after the

poultryis picked up at the farm.

USDA, in conjunction with the Department of Jast{DOJ), should closely investigate all mergergnership changes or other

trends in the meat packing industry for actions that limit the availability of a competitive market for livestock prathiiers.

should be taken to oppose fuettconcentrationf meat packers. USDA and DOJ should more aggressively enforce current

antitrust laws pertaining to packer concentration

Beefpackersvho process more than 1,000 head per day should be monitored so they cannot manipulate the market through

forward contracting.

From a regulatory standpoint, captive suppdiesuld be defined as all cattle owned, or controlled or contracted by a packer seven

or more days prior to delivery.

The bondingequirement for livestock dealers and packers should be strengthened and maetstmgorced. The

requirement should be reviewed on a quarterly basis and be adjusted to reflect the volume of the maximum financiabexposure

producers and/or their brokers and then be made available to the public.

We believe GIPSA should Ecountable to the livestock industry by providing current information concerning license and bond

amounts of livestock market, livestock dealers and livestock order buyers.

We support:

7.1. Continuation of GIPSA as a separate agency of USDA;

7.2. The addition of dairy cattland milk processors as named in the Packers and Stockyards Act;

7.3. An amendment to the Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921 that would include th@matit@strich and rhea) industry
wherever applicable;

7.4. Legislation on a state and national basis, establishing GIPSA as the overall authority and provider of oversight to ensure
livestock contracts are cleaslyritten, confidentiality concerns aréd@dressed, investments are protected, enhanced price
transparency and price discovery are enhanced and terms of contracts are honored;
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8.

9.

7.5. More vigorous enforcement of U.S. antitrust laws in keeping with original intent; to include the Shernodi 899,
Clayton Actof 1914 and Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921; and

7.6. Legislation that would prohibit packers from manipulating the number of captive swgifiysdaughtered from week to
week in order to manipulate the cash market.

We oppose:

8.1. Any attempt to lessen the ability of GIPSA to adequately enforcdrastilaws and regulations;

8.2. Prohibiting apacker or livestock buyer from purchasing, acquiring or receiving livestock from another packer, livestock
buyer or another packer's or livestock buyer's "affiliate" companies or farms;

8.3. The government making livestock buyers, packerstraotors or livestock owners justify in writing why and how they are
buying or selling livestock on the spot market; and

8.4. Any ban on contract livestock buyers purchasing livestock for more than one packer.

The Packers anfitockyards Act should be amended to:

9.1. Extend prompt payequirements to wholesalers and retailers of livestock products;

9.2. Include a dealer trust provision that gives first priority to unpaid selldigestock in the event of a dealer default;

9.3. Provide jurisdiction and enforcement over the marketing of poodegt and eggas already exists for livestock;

9.4. Strengthen the abili of GIPSA to stop predatory practices in the meat packing industry;

9.5. Provide producer restitution when a case is successfully prosecuted;

9.6. Provide GIPSA enforcement authority to ensure that all instruments used ifygogrguality factors for value
determination for livestock are performing to a set standard; and

9.7. Include breeder heand pulletoperations so they are treated the same as broiler operations.

10. Any proposed GIPSA rules or legislation should address the following:

10.1.Separate and different rules should be allowed for different species of livestock;

10.2.An economic impact study must be conducted by USDA,;

10.3.0pportunities for marketing arrangements between packers and producers must be allowed and preserved,;
10.4.Confidentiality of contract information must be miined; and

10.5.Establish legal thresholds for proof of injury.

313/ Poultry

1.
2.

3.

6€

We encourage individuakpducers to voluntarily adopt and follow litter/manunanagement plans.

We should continue to seek opportunities with poultry companies to further understanding between companies and farmers.

Special emphasis should be on intggat the present contractual relationship.

We encourage closer cooperation between builders of poultry houses and agricultural insurance companies and lenders to ma

sure the houses meet specifications of building codes.

We urge compangeto justify mandatory modification of buildings and equipment through research documentation. Any

modification should be a loAgrm agreement, negotiated in writing, between the grower and company before installation. The

length of contracts should adexely protect a grower's investment in buildings and equipment.

We encourage exporting poultry meat products and continuing efforts to ensure that these products are not discrimistated agair

by foreign markets.

We request the availabpitof a nonrinsured crop disaster assistance program for contract poultry farmers on a per flock basis, to

be administered through the Farm Service Agency.

We support:

7.1. Our poultry farmers and their role in the poultry industry;

7.2. Open dialogue between the individual poultry farmer and the company representative as the most effective method of isst
resolution;

7.3. Collecting information concerning economic conditions of poultry farmer/members and farmer/poultry coetptonys;

7.4. The National Poultry Technology Center and encourage support for federal funding for the Center to improve efficiency,
effectiveness and economic viability of poultry production facilities;

7.5. Affected growers being compensated lfiss of income if an integrator closes a processing facility;

7.6. Contract producersontinuing to be furnished weight tickets for all poultry sold from their farms and for feed delivered to
the farm. The weight tickets drieed charges should be in the farmer's hands by the time the producer receives the check;

7.7. The pay averaging criteria be revised to compensate for company production decisions that influence a farmer/producer's
settlement;

7.8. Maintaining taurnament production contraciowing growers the opportunity to earn better than average pay as a result of
proper management and capital investment;

7.9. Integratorsand farmers work together to practice all possiblesgicurity methods to help prevent disease;

7.10.Integratorsotifying all producers of any contagious diseasebeir area;

7.11.The burial of dead birds as an emergency management option when mortality exceeds normal daily mortality and the
capacity of normal disposal or treatment methods;

7.12.Aggressive research to address the inadeq@entific information concerning phosphorus;

7.13.Changes to Animal and Plant Health Inspection Sel&HIS) plans to use normal malitg rates instead of using
Airemainder of the flocko in determining compensation;



7.14.Development of an insurance product through Risk Management AgeNtY) to protect contret poultry growers from

losses due to Avian InfluenZAl) or other infectious diseases.

8. We oppose poultry integratobeing allowed to void contracts or cut bird placements of growers because of failure to update
equipment when their performance is equal to the company average in the area.

314 / Rendeing Facilities and Collection Points

1. We encourage research that adds value and marketability of rendering facility products.
2. We support:

2.1

2.2,

The streamlining of the permitting process for rendering facilities and exgmiivestock producers to use rendering
facilities; and

Legislation that provides economic and regulatory relief to rendering facilities and encourage further development and
construction of rendering facilities and collection points.

315/ Sheep and Goats, Wool and Mohair

1. The USDA should evaluate the testing requirement of the granling program with emphasis on producer cost and feasibility.
2. Imported goat milk or curd must mdd8DA milk quality regulations.
3. We support:

3.1

3.2.
3.3.

3.4.
3.5.
3.6.
3.7.
3.8.
3.9.

The continuation of a strong shegpat, wooland mohaiindustry in the United States and recognize the need for
continued promotion and developmeitvalueadded processing;

The use of domestically raised lambd goats

The designation of shegmd goat&s minor species so that cattle research data can be used to approve animal health
products for use in these species;

The development of a separate shaeg goat checkoff program for promotion of their respective industries;

The current loan program for woahd mohair

A lamb checkoff if consistent with our commodity promotion policy;

The use of livestock protection animals on federal, stateablic lands;

Free trade of breeding stock that meet USDA health standards;

The development of an orderly marketing framework involving all countries importingifdmnthe United States; and

3.10.The development of an appropriate somatic cell ctasttfor dairy goatand sheep
4. We oppose using a somatic cell cotadt designed for bovines to regulate dairy goat and shilep

316 / Wildlife Pest and Predator Control

1. Controlling wildlife damage is a critical factor maintaining the success of American agriculture. Toward that goal we support:

1.1.
1.2.
1.3.
1.4.
1.5.
1.6.
1.7.
1.8.

1.9.

Developing practical recommendations on methods for controlling all wildlife pggisoviding adequate funding to

USDA for intensive research;

Contracts with land granminiversities being considered to conduct this research. The results of all research should be more
widely distributed to livestock producers;

Programs to control prairie dogs private and public land;

Establishment of statewide or interstate compdesigned to administer a predator bounty system;

Continuation of all established predator conpactices and broader use, including trapd chemicaloxicants under

federal or state supervision;

Aerial huntingto help control predator numbers;

The use of livestockrptection collars in animal damage control;

Legislation which would require the control of wildlife including endangered species or provide depredation permits for
farmers who suffer losses from wildlife;

The continuation of the federdiate cooperative program for funding and administration of predator control

1.10.The continuance, in rural and urban areas, of predator and rodent ednitiolbenefits public health and safety;

1.11.Control programs to reduce wildlife populations to manageable levels in areas where they are numerous and destructive;
1.12.A standing depredation order for black vulend theloublecrested cormorant;

1.13.The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) refunding the $100 application process fee for depredation permits not issue
1.14.New and more effective means of predator control

1.15.Federal, state and local officials to create a consistent process for livestock producers to follow when obtaining federal

depredation permit3.he process should include the ability for producers to work with local agencies to coamplete
submit all needed paperwork;

1.16.Congress taking immediate steps to provide agencies/research scientists with adequate funds for wildlifi prestator

controland research degied to develop additional control methods, such as electronic survedlaticketection devices;

1.17.Research to document the losses of livestock and game animals caused by predators and the resultahbssEsiom
1.18.Reinstatement of more effective permits which allow commercial duck and fish producers to control depredating gulls and

other predators;

1.19.USDA reviewing the availability of government trappers;



2.

1.20.All Fish and Wildlife refigesallowing hunters and trappers to control p@std predators on any refuges with
overpopulation;

1.21.Property owners having the right to protect crops and livestock from protected wildlife antbpseda

1.22.A system to compensate farmers for damage from state or federally protected wildlife;

1.23.USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) Wildlife Services working to eradicate feral hogs

1.24.USDA taking action through the administrative rules process to end the release of live femltheddnited States. We
support the eradicatiasf feral hogsas an invasive speciesll landowners should be encouraged to eradicate feraldrogs
their land by any means possible;

1.25.A continued increase in funding fAlSDA-APHIS Wildlife Servicedor their continued legal depredation efforts and roost
dispersal of avian species that affect aquacufitzduction. This funding shall be utilized to efficiently manage, mitigate
and further assist aquacultyyeoducers in their efforts to deter avian depredation at aquacptuiection facilities. This
shall includeadequate staffing and the use of efficient and proven dispersal and depredation practices; and

1.26.The current ability to obtain depredation permits of avian predators that affect aquamaltiwretion.

We oppose:

2.1. The introduction or reintroduction of any species, including rodents, that prey on livestock, damage crops or animals that
potentially carry contagious or zoonotic disease if such introduction or reintroduction is done thihapproval of the
state legislature;

2.2. USFWS or anyone else, being able to release dangerous predators on or near private property. It should be mandatory to
require them to capture and remove them; and

2.3. Bureau ofAlcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives regulating explosive pest control devices under federal explosive
laws that require individual permitting and qualified storage facilities for the use of such devices.

FOOD: PROTECTION, QWLITY AND SAFETY

336 / Agricultural Chemicals

1.
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Agricultural chemicals are important in continuing to supply consumers with an abundant, safe, nutritious, high quality and

reasonably priced food supply. We are committed to continuing thef aggicultural chemicals in a safe and judicious manner

so as to protect the health and safety of producers, our employees, our families, our communities and the environment.

We encourage people using pesticides for nonagricultural purposestaodbetter educated on the safe application of these

products.

We support access to critical pesticides used for crop and livestock production, along with increased funding for research on

alternative crop and livestock protection tools. We regtiesEnvironmental Protection Agen@PA), the Food and Drug

Administration (FDA) and USDA increase cooperation and expedite registration of additional new crop protection tools and

traits.

We will work with and encourage the agricultural chemical industry through its advertising to present a positive and professione

image of farmerand agriculture to the general public.

We encourage state control of container dispasdlrecycling programs.

Regulation

6.1. We believe implementation of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act JFRRéUAd be based on credible
scientific information in order to benefairmers, the environment and the public and should be the sole federal regulatory
authority over pesticides.

6.2. The United States, Canadad Mexico should harmonize registration guidelines, labeling requirements and accept
registration material for agricultural pesticides from those countries.

6.3. We encourage testing of pesticides based on realistic levels of exposure or consumption.

6.4. We believe that when a pesticide product receives an emergency use exemption uratefl $ett-1FRA the state
administering the pesticide provisions where the exemption was issued be authorizisdue tieat emergency use until a
full FIFRA assessmeli$ completed.

6.5. We urge thatisk/benefits be considered when the Environmental Protection AER®) or other agencies make a
determination to restrict or cancel pesticides or agrichemicals.

6.6. EPA should consider actual use data imigk assessmemptrocess to support pesticide registrations and avoid decisions
based on worst case assumptions. EPA should not assume that farmers apply pesticides at the maximum dosage rates o
frequency of apjitation as the label will allow.

6.7. USDA and EPA should work cooperatively to find alternatives for pesticides that, as a result of regulatory action, have los!
registrations and uses. We encourage the development of voluntary Pest Managemeiat Saateg

6.8. We also request revaluation of previously canceled pesticides based on current scientific data.

6.9. USDA should expand its scientific capabilities to better serve as a full partner with EPA in pesticide regulatory activities.
EPAshould be required to strengthen and take more seriously its required consultation with USDA.

6.10.EPA should be able to contract with USDA to perform the testing for pesticide residues.

6.11.Pesticide manufacturers and formulators should berksfabnsible for the safety and efficacy of crop protection products,
if the chemical is used in accordance with the label.

6.12.Atrazing Acetachlorand Simazinere effective, economical crop praiea chemicals that must continue to be available to
farmers.



6.13.Provisions for experimental use, emergency exemptions and state special use registration are particularly important until

federal registration is completed.

6.14.We support:

6.14.1.Legislation that would limit authority for pesticide regulation solely to federal and state governments;

6.14.2. Adoption of a negligible risktandard;

6.14.3.The right to import U.Sapproved pesticides from other countries;

6.14.4.The continued use of agricultural chemicals which currently have no viable alternatives, such as methyl bromide
We encourage research funded through state and federal agencies to find alternatives for methythlatcanide
economically viable, of equal performance and sensitive to the exposure needs of individual crops. Until a viable
alternative is found, we support the use of a fair, scibiased process for Critical Use Exemptiohise process
should contain a reliable, consistent set of standards equitable to all parties involved;

6.14.5.Clean Air Act amendments to allow U.S. producers to have access to methyl bcoms@ent with phaseut
dates for nosindustrialized countries as outlined in the Montreal Protocol

6.14.6.Continuation of the Pesticide Data Program which provides pesticide residue information in food prodisets for
by EPA in setting tolerance standards and registering pesticides;

6.14.7.We recognize the ecological importance of pollinatord the necessity to judiciously utilize crop protection
products to protect against loss of cropdiale support the coexistence of crops and pollinatodsurge that any
pollinator risk assessmergquired for registration or regulation of crop protection prodoetsased on field
relevant, sound scientific data;

6.14.8.The concept of state management pladimvever, we oppose the proposed EPA state management plan rule which
fails to recognize effeiste state programs and imposes federal requirements to maintain uses of important crop
protection tools;

6.14.9.The continued use of the neonicotinoid pesticide group for agricultural and horticultural crops;

6.14.10. If a crop protection product hasmmthrough a review three times or more, the time frame between reviews
should be doubled; and
6.14.11. Consistent funding and streamlining of the pesticide review process within EPA to expedite registration.

6.15.We oppose:

6.15.1.Any legal actiormade against the federal government based on excessively broad interpretations of environmental
laws, which restrict or limit the safe and proper use of agricultural chemicals. Actions impacting a limited
geographical region may set harmful and nationatpgnized legal and regulatory precedent;

6.15.2. Any regulation that would require a permit prior to application of a chemical for crop protection;

6.15.3. Any requirement that applicators be required to notify all neighbors prior to any pesticilifedfeapplication
and/or fumigant buffer zorlemitations proposed by the EPA,;

6.15.4. Any curtailment of the safe and proper use of agricultural chemicals unless reseascieatific data determine
that injury to health and webeing would result;

6.15.5.The inclusion of the Private Right of Action provision in the language of FIFRA

6.15.6.Any reduction to the quantity of methyl bromigeguested by methyl bromidesers for nomination as Critical Use
Exemptiongo the Parties of the Montreal Protocahd weoppose any reduction by the EPA in the amount of
Critical Use Exemptionauthorized by the Parties of the Montreal Protpant

6.15.7.Any additional EPA regulatin of seed treatments for planting.

7. Labeling and Handling

7.1,

7.2,

7.3.
7.4.

7.5.

We recommend the agricultural chemical industry and agricultural producers work with the appropriate agencies to develc

and use reusable, returnable and soluble pestodiiners and an economically and logistically feasible plan to dispose of

containers.

We recommend that compliance with federally approved label instructions absolve farmers from liability claims for health

issues, environmental pollution andtin paying the cost of cleaning up environmental contamination.

We recommend that EPA financially support continued education on the proper use and handling of agricultural protectan

We recommend that farmers triple rinse or pressnee containers and to return them for recycling in areas where such

programs are currently available.

We support:

7.5.1. Clarification of the current label on 2[#3to allow its continued use as part oftilbsystems;

7.5.2. The use of vegetable ois the base or carrier for pesticides;

7.5.3. EPA cooperating in sponsoring amnesty progrdon proper disposal of hazardous chensieald discontinued
chemicals;

7.5.4. A permanent labeling system covering product name, date of manufacture, effective life and proper storage
requirements being required to avoid the use of ineffective pesticides;

7.5.5. EPA recongiering labeling for pesticide application wind speeds in view of advancements in engineering and
technology such as wind guards and low drift spray tips;

7.5.6. The development and immediate use of uniform, permanent international symbol&oluagl chemical containers
to ensure proper handling;

7.5.7. Printing the EPA registration number andergry interval of each pesticide active ingredient in legible type size
directly below its name;
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7.5.8. Periodic upgrading dEPA/state pesticide applicator training to ensure a sound and effective source of training,
information and certification on the proper handling and safe use of pesticides;

7.5.9. The development of more effective equipment for farm applicstion

7.5.10.The safe use of pesticides and practices which will ensure the safety of handlers, applicators and agricultural
workers; and

7.5.11.A list available online of all label changes.

7.6. We oppose:

7.6.1. Politically mandated buffer zospand

762 EPAG6s attempt to shorten the permit certification t
standards to make it more difficult fariers to obtain a pesticide applicator license.

Data and Recorekeeping

8.1. We support:

8.1.1. Uniform pesticide recortteeping and statistically valid reporting for use in evaluating and maintaining pesticide
registrations. The enforcement of receeekeping for restricted use farm chemicals should be done at the state level
and in a manner that educates and is helpful to the producer rather than punitive;

8.1.2. The voluntary collection of actual resiel data from farm and orchard products to establish use patterns of the
agricultural chemicals used in crop production. This data should be used in the pesticide registration, reregistration,
cancellation and special review process only; and

8.1.3. Increased funding for the USDA to increase credible information on pesticide use collected by the National
Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS).

Specialty (Minor) Crop Chemicals

9.1. We urge Congress and the approprégencies to address the cost of label registration and reregistration for chemicals to be
used on minor use cropsd to provide methods of label clearance for them. Reregistration of specialty use chemicals
should not be required unless research by qualified specialists demonstrates a need to change the registration.

9.2. To expedite specialty crop pesticide registrations, we urge that chemicals cleared for application on edible food crops be
additionally registered, with agreement of the manufacturer, for like applications of that same crop when planted for
nonfood uses. If a chemical is cleared for control of a specific pest on an edible food crop, it should also be cleated for p
control an nonfood crops.

9.3. We support:

9.3.1. Legislative solutions to ensure availability of specialty crop use pesticides. These solutions shall include, but not be
limited to, expanded Interregional Research Project #41]I&tivities, tax credits to registrants who maintain these
uses and reduced thigarty registration liability;

9.3.2. Encouraging the EPA to segister Monosodium Methanearsonate

9.3.3. The use of Canadian data by the EPA for the registration of chemicals for use on minor oilseed crops; and

9.3.4. Aerial application of agricultural chemicals is a safe and effective tool for farmers, and we oppose any éfforts to
or restrict this application method.

9.4. We oppose any farmer, landowner or chemical dealer liability when anhydrous amammianium nitrater any other
legitimate farm chemical is stolen from a farm premise.

337 / Biotechnology

1.
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We will encourage and educate producers to be good stewards of biotechnology to:

1.1. Maintain the integrity of the U.S. food and grain supply;

1.2. Ensure technology remains effective through adherémecegulations (i.e. buffer, refuge, storage, transport, Integrated Pest
Management and

1.3. Preserve opportunities for future biotech products and processes.

We urge state and federal political leadergevelop a positive national strategy for biotechnology research, development and

consumer education. Part of this strategy should include an open and frank dialogue with all interested parties. WWatbelieve t

our competitive advantage in world market#l be maintained only by the continued support and encouragement of

technological advancements.

The approval of new products should be based on safety and efficacy criteria. Consideration of socioeconomic critere should

be required.

We support initiatives that assist in the research, development and regulatory clearance of specialty crop biotechmmksgy prod

U.S. government agencies, particularly the USDA and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), should continue to serve their

respective roles in providing unbiased, scientificiised evaluations concerning the human and animal safety and

wholesomeness, as well as the environmental impacts of biotechresibgnced commodities. U.S. government agencies should

evaluate whethdhere are improvements in the regulatory approval process or removal of obsolete statutes that could further

enhance consumer confidence. We encourage USDA to take a lead in coordinating efforts to evaluate and move approved

products and technologies teetmarketplace in a timely manner.

We encourage seed companies to continue producing and making available conventional and genetically modified seed varieti

We favor strong patent support to encourage these new technologies. Patents shaad eedugh to provide reasonable

protection of development costs but should not be so broad as to grant one developer the right to a whole class of future

developments for common plants or growing processes already in the public domain.



6.

7.

8.

We opposéegislation outside of the established protection of intellectual propitsh serves to limit competition or

innovation in biotechnology, either through intent or unintended consequences.

We support:

7.1. Increased efforts through biotechnology and animal stem cell research to more rapidly develop traits with recognized
consumer benefits, to increase the marketability of our products, to solve environmental concerns, to indaease ne
income by decreasing input costs and to improve product quality and quantity to feed aroeieg population;

7.2. Patenting of animals to allow biotechnology companies to recover the costs of research and development of transgenic
animalsfor agriculture. However, royalties from patents on transgenic animass be structured in a manner which allow
producers a clear understanding of their obligations and do not disrupt the exisstackuaarketing systems;

7.3. The continued development of animal clonasya means to advance assisted reproductive technology such as artificial
insemi nati on, e mbirtyroo & rfaenrstfielri zaantdi ofin ;n

7.4. Active involvement by the United States in the development of international standards for biotechnology. In order to protec
producers from liability, adequate testing methods must be made available for all commercialized crops. Producers shoulc
not be pealized for testing costs. The original buyer of commodity crops should be responsible for testing of the
commodity and upon taking delivery such testing should be accepted by end users. Producers shouldn't bear liability for o
farm introduction of biotdt matter;

7.5. Harmonization of international standards for biotech, testing and adventitious presence. The international bodies establisk
to administer the sanitary and phytosanitary agreement of the World Trade Organization shoulierataimotity to
influence the regulation of international tradeagricultural products enhanced through biotechnology;

7.6. Seed tags on packages of agricultural seed stock that wgeraetic purity of seed contained therein. We will also support
legislation which allows producers to recover all damages in those instances where the seed does not conform to the gen
purity indicated on the seed tag. Adequate and accurate inforroatiacceptable markets and market and planting
restrictions must be provided in writing to producers prior to the time they purchase the original input product;

7.7. Measures to reimburse farmers when there is independent documentationttitdt ppioducts have lost their effectiveness.

In such cases, we call on seed companies to refund the technology fees paid by farmers;

7.8. The maintenance of U.S. expontairkets by securing foreign regulatory acceptance ofdiigteoducts. Sellers of
agricultural products enhanced through biotechnology should assume major responsibility for this acceptance. Extra effor
should be made to make farmers aware of markets where the products are not accepted by using such ¢co&thods as
markings on bags, boxes or bulk delivery systems and/or seed tags;

7.9. Scientifically accurate consumer education about the safety and benefits of genetically engineered crops;

7.10.Congress taking the appropriate actiangisure that the USDA's Agricultural Resedsehvice planbreeding programs
be permitted to utilize biotechnology and other developing technologies in their breeding programs;

7.11.An industry developed protocol for biotech crops before coming off patent that brings advanced technology to the market
place and facilitates negotiated data sharing and use;

7.12.Establishing domestic low level presence standards for biodémgy, including maximum acceptable levels;

7.13.Developing standards for trading partners for the testing oldoel presence of biotech events that are not acceptable so
that other products can move in the trading market; and

7.14.Requiring seed companies to print both the cold and warm germination test results on altoottgreanut and soybean
seed tags.

We oppose:

8.1. All attempts by local politicasubdivisions to limit the production or use of genetically modified crops or animals;

8.2. Any law or regulation requiring registration of farmers who use or sell products, including biotechnology. approved for sale
by the FDA,;

8.3. Individual states establishing separate policies on agricultural biotechnology lakdimtfication, use and availability;

8.4. Split registration or limited use registration of seeds enhanced thrantglsimology. Producers should seek and seed
companies should provide adequate and accurate information on acceptable markets and market restrictions in writing to
producers prior to the time they purchase the original input product. Adequate and Ugiaecsgted testing methods for
biotech adventitious presence in seed should be established. Seed that is approved for restricted use or controlled
distribution should be labeled and have visually distinguishing characteristics. FDA should set acdepiddniéssfor
determining what is nebiotech. Standards governing the identification or availability of biotech products should be
established uniformly across the United States;

8.5. The imposition by foreign countries of any import restoios, labelingor segregation requirements of any agricultural
product enhanced through biotechnology, once such commodity has been certified by the scientificigoas safe and
not significantly different from other varieties of that commaodity;

8.6. The adoption of policies, such as the creation of an indemnity fund, that tax or penalize growers for choosing to use
approved biotechnology traits;

8.7. The practice of seed marketers imposing a surcharge on U.S. customers that is not imposed on foreign customers; and

8.8. Classifying plants derived through biotechnology as pesticides.

Products Not Destined foFood or Feed

9.1. Plantmade pharmaceuticatdfer benefits in preventing and treating diseases. USDA should ensure appropriate protocol for
the approval of research and production of pharmaceutical or industrial crops to protect the integrity of agricultutal produc
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9.2. Producers obiopharmaceuticatrops and the regulatory agencies governing them should take extraordinary measures to

ensure food safety and to protect the integrity of the U.S. food and grain marketing systeme e WSDA and FDA to
utilize a scientifically sound riskased approach (tolerances) to regulation of introduced proteins in biopharmaegwtical
industrial crops. FDA should consider establishmemistifclassifications of such proteins and USDA should take these risk
classifications into account when establishing requirements for experimental field trial and production permits.

338 / Direct Marketing

1. We support:

1.1. The USDA definition of Direct Marketingarmers: Farmeproducers that sell their own agricultural products directly to the

general public, which includes fruits and vegetables, meat, fish, paddiiry products, and grains; and

1.2. The USDA recognizingnd accepting State Inspection of Meat and Poplinducts at USDA facilities.

339/ Fertilizer

1. Fertilizeris a necessary input for agricultupabducers.
1.1. We support:

1.1.1. The use of industry developed Best Management Pra¢BdéBs) for ensuring the safe and responsible holding,
storage, transportation and use of all fertilizers;

1.1.2. Continuedresearch into the discovery of alternative sources of plant nutrients;

1.1.3. Expansion of existing minemnd development of new minaad production facilities;

1.1.4. The creation of a USDAed, interagency wrking group to develop specific strategies or actions to help address and
alleviate shortages and excessive price increases for fertilizer

1.1.5. Coalgasification technology being used to produce nitrelgased fertilizers; and

1.1.6. Increased research in nutrient use and stewardship.

2. Each chemical, production process and fertiligemique. Therefore, we believe:

2.1,

2.2,

Anhydrous ammonia

2.1.1. If suppliers are mandated to modify anhydrous ammbyiadding deterrents, the supplier should be compensated by
thegovernment authority mandating the deterrent's use so that the additional cost will not be passed on to the farme

2.1.2.If a farmer or landowner takes reasonable steps to secure anhydrous aommibeia property, we oppose any
criminal or civil liability being imposed on the farmer/landowner if the product is stolen and/or used for an illegal
purpose;

2.1.3. The continued availability and use of anhydrous ammasia valuable tool for agricultural production;

2.1.4. The classification and labelirgf anhydrous ammonias a honflammable gas;

2.1.5. The Surface Transportation Boardntinuing to regulate the pricing of transportation of anhydrous amrtiooiagh
pipelines

2.1.6. Vigorous prosecution of the theft and/or use of anhydamusioniafor methamphetamine production or other illegal
purposes; and

2.1.7. Research on additives or deterrents for anhydrous amni@tiaould prevent its illegal use.

Ammonium Nitrate

2.2.1. Department of Homeland Secur{fHS) granting advance approval, rather than at the point of each sale, for
purchase of ammonium nitratéhen protocol is followed in confirming ID and registration;

2.2.2.In regulation of the sale of ammonium nitrads long as the requirements are reasenfablfarmers, fertilizer
distributors and dealers; and

2.2.3. We are opposed to any reformulation of ammonium nittetereduces its effectiveness as a fertil@eincreases its
cost.

340 / Food Quality and Safety
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The American food supply is the safest, most abundant and affordableannrtde Agricultural chemicals and other
technological advances play a major role in maintaining both the quality and quantity of our food supply.

We will monitor initiatives to improve and streamline food safetgnsure that policies and procedures are in place that build
trust and reliability in U.S. agriculture.

We believe food safetigsues at the producer level should be handled through "quality assprageams."

We encourage the educatiohall food handlers on the proper preparation, cooking and serving of all food products and on
sanitary practices as part of state licensing procedures.

Ensuringa safe, secure food supply is a critical concern when establishing domestic and international policy. We should contint

to communicate accurate, timely information on food safsyes to the mainstream medial the general public. Our goal is to

improve awareness and understanding of agriculture's commitment to providing a safe, high quality food supply at a reasonabl
price to the public.



6. We encourage food regulatory agend@sesearch and develop expedient and efficient processes to trace food contamination
outbreaks, which result in economic losses and a lack of consumer trust. Footracigstity should not extend to the field
level or input level. Any system should be rAatrusive and economically feasible.

7. Producers of legal agricultural products should not be held responsible or liable feedonigealtiproblems claimed to occur
from the productsd consumption or use.

8. We support:

8.1. The consideration of both the risks and the benefits of pesticides in the evaluation of cheodigets;

8.2. The establishment amomotion of sound scientific research criteria which ensure the sHffetgd additives;

8.3. Legislative and regulatory decisions concerning food irradigtiold pasteurizatignbased on valid research;

8.4. Utilization of USDA approved technologies, such as cold pasteurizatidmigh pressure processing to eliminate E. coli
and other pathogerisom our food supply;

8.5. The use of modern technology in the processing and the handling of food to assure foahdafegromote consumer
confidence in the food supply. More research should be comthgtagricultural colleges into inspection methods to
eliminate the risk of pathogemnsfood;

8.6. Immediate actions by USDA and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to raise the priority of, and resources devoted t

federal safgt and inspection services including Food Safety Inspection Service and Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

8.7. Protection of our food supply by requiring that imported food products be subjected to the same highasafatgts and
testing as food products praghkd in the United States;

8.8. Funding appropriate inspection services at a level permitting effective inspection of imported and domestic food products;

8.9. Legislation to require the FDA and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to priepadeance of final rule

making, agricultural cost/benefit statements on proposed regulations having a significant impact on agricultural producers

8.10.Cooperative efforts with food processors, chemicathpanies, government agesgi scientists and others who are
responsible for the food supply of our nation to provide factual information on the saéatyfood supply;

8.11.0pen communication with willing consumer groups;

8.12.Provisions taallow the transport and storage of fresh egased on current USDA standards of 45 degrees Fahrenheit or
less, but oppose the mandatory pasteurization of fresh eggs

8.13.State efforts to ensure the quality and integrityrgdasteurized fruiuices. We oppose FDA regulation of these products;

8.14.Promoting sciencbased, voluntary commodity quality assurappoaducts;

8.15.Additional research on food safdgchnology advances;

8.16.USDA and FDA removing E. coli as an adulterant;

8.17.The right of private industry or farmers to meet quality demands exceeding U.S. Government standards for psoducts the
produce;

8.18.The ability of cheeseakers to use wood planks during production to age their cheese

8.19.The health benefits of animal fat being included with meat promotions;

8.20.The use of preservatives in the meat of fémad exotic animals

8.21.Increased educaticfforts among producers on the prevention of all pathogéh@ the food and agricultural industry;

8.22.The burden of proof to be on the complainant to prove negligence on an operation;

8.23.FDA educating the food services industry on the dangers of the mammal meat food allergygah|atmal

8.24.Inspectors for federal food safeapd security programs being required to present valid identification and upon departure
leave notification of who was present.

9. We supporefforts to develop food safegjuidelines to help prevent microbial contamination of fresh produce. The guidelines

must:

9.1. Be based on sound scieranad isk;

9.2. Provide flexibility to accommodate the great diversifyhe fresh produce industry including those in geographically
challenged areas;

9.3. Be practical to implement;

9.4. Take the form of good agricultural praggrather than federal or state mandates

9.5. Be consistent with existing state and federal regulations and guidelines;

9.6. Support Goodhgricultural Practice$GAP) and Good Handling Practices (GHP) standards;

9.7. Be implemented in a manner that will not impair our ability to expartiuce items;

9.8. Provide adequate resources to carry out an edugatimgmam for the industry and consumers;

9.9. Be tailored to the size, type and capacity of the farm;

9.10.Include a provision that dnagricultural products subject to FSM#bunt toward the gross sales threshold; and

9.11.Allow for animal manurepplication that is flexible enough for utilization, food production and food safety

10. Any food safetylegislation or regulatory actions should adhere to the following principles:

10.1.Increases in federal or state funding should not come in the form of fees or fines to farmers unless these fees are in the fo

of industry assessments under a marketing agreement order; and

10.2.Any additional mandated regulatory requirements shouldimandially impact producers. An indemnificatiprogram
should be instituted to properly compensate farmers when the government issues an inaccurate faaarsafetyr recall
that causes losses.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

USDA should be designated as the lead agency in the development and administration of fogdidafgtysand should serve
as the sole federal agency responsible for food inspection and ¥d&egupport having employees from state agencies act as
authorized agents of FDA to conduct required federally authorized inspectionatethadder FSMA
We oppose the establishment of user,féesnsing fees or other mandatesmpelling farmers to hire a third party to qoim
with federal or state food safegws.
In the event Congress grants FDA food sa#etthority, FDA shald coordinate with USDA in the development and
administration of any food safetyidelines related to fresh produce or other agricultural production. FDA should not have on
farm authotties unless a food safetglated cause is indicated by sound scieAry recordkeeping requirements must be
accompanied by assurance that information accdss€ederal or state government authorities in regards to food safety
protocols will remain confidential. The guidelines must exempt farms engaged in dire¢b saasumers from FDA oversight
for sale of fruits and vegetables.
Following the initial publication of a proposed rule on food safegulations, FDA shouldllow a second public comment to
allow stakeholder review of any revisions before the final rule is promulgated.
We recommend funding to assist in the implementation of food safgtyations should come from the state and federal
governments mandating the regulations.
Those making public health decisions that result in product recalls, product seizures or destruction of perishable dmods must
held accountable whemish decisions prove erroneous. Such entities must be required to compensate or indemnify individuals
and companies for the monetary losses that occur.
We oppose incorporating water quaktiandards thakequire recreational water standards for agricultural water.
Good Agricultural Practice{GAP)
18.1.GAPs are a set of recommendations that canihgdpove the quality and safetf the produce grown.
18.2.We support:

18.2.1.All government agencies following food safetyd security protocol on farm operations;

18.2.2.All GAP auditors complying with the same rules;

18.2.3.Training for all auditors being consistent and uniform for both private and USDA auditors;

18.2.4.GAP certification shuld have requirements reviewed by industry and science groups; and

18.2.5.USDA having a program to certify private orga(OP) and state organiespectors to crosgain as GAP

inspectors, thus allowing both inspections to take place on the same trip.

18.3.We oppose:

18.3.1.Expanding GAP programs beyond unprocessed readwt fruits and vegetables; and

18.3.2.The FDA classifying ethanddy-products, spent graend other animal feed as food stuffs under FSMA

341 / Food Quality Protection Act (FQPA)
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As Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) implements the FQPA of 1996, we will actively participate in the regulation writing

process to asire satisfactory implementation of the law and to protect farmers' use of many important and safe agricultural

chemicas. Balanced and scienbasedmplementation of the FQPA is of the utmost concern to farmers and ranchers.

Failure to implement the FQPA in a balanced way will have serious negative effects on pest management and food and fiber

production in the United States, with subseqaeiverse impacts on the health and veeling of the American people.

Specifically, we support the following FQPA principles:

3.1. Sound Sciendk implementation decisions must be based on-pmaeewed science founded oriable and accurate
information;

3.2. Transparenady the public must be informed of the criteria used to assess risk and the process by which decisions are
reached;

3.3. Balancé as EPA considers canceling older pesticide products as a result aetlaatce reassessmentd reregistration
process, it must give high priority to the review and approval of new products; and

3.4. Workabilityd the law must be administered in a practical and realistic way. If EPA fdididar congressional intent
during the implementation process, we support the use of otimhsas litigatiormnd legislation.

We will work aggressively to persuade EPA to find a workable and reasonable imtddoreof the FQPA. To achieve this,

EPA must:

4.1. Use sound scien@nd reliable information, as intended by Congress, in fulfilling the FQPA mandate to protect public
health from unacceptable risk of exposure to pesticides

4.2. Acknowledge to Congress and the public that sound screqedres good data and validated methodologies, which require
time to develop;

4.3. Not use unrealistic default assumptions in the toleraaassessmeptocess;

4.4. Abandon the idea of wholesale revocation of tolerances for the organophdsphatieides;

4.5. Determine wether to apply additional uncertainty factors on a chersjpatific, caséy-case basis, considering the weight
of all available and reliable scientific evidence;

4.6. Use the most relevant toxicity endpoints ie tblerance reassessmenbcess;

4.7. Establish and maintain a deliberate, consistent and transparent detéiny process;



6.

7.

4.8. Give higher priority to making sound scientifiecisions than to completing final tolerance reassessrbgratatutory
deadlines. EPA should use the authority provided in the law to make preliminary decisions on tolerances and detay effecti
dates for a reasonable period of time to allow for data development;

4.9. Revoke only those tolerances that pose unacceptable risk and avoid removing uses that only pose a theoretical risk base
worstcase assumptions;

4.10.Not revoke tolerares unless tolerance reassesssant based on actual pesticide use and usage information;

4.11.Propose and maintain policies and methods for risk allocation and make them availablei¢aepigvl and comment;

4.12.Allow adequate time for pesticide users to make a reasonable transition to economic and effective alternative products an
practices when existing product tolerances are revoked;

4.13.Redress the current resource imbatabetween tolerance reassessmeadtnew chemicalew registration and accelerate
the pace of making decisions of new products and uses. EPA should adupearental risk approach to evaluating
Section 18s;

4.14.Give high priority to the protection of minor crop uses;

4.15.Use USDA's knowledge and expertise throughout the entire decisi&img process; and

4.16.Maintain pesticide use toleranaésancellation of a tolerance results in increased impmrtmtil effective, affordable
products are in place.

To further achieve the goal of having a sciehased workable implementation of the FQPA which askure producers' access

to safe, effective and economical crop protection products, we support:

5.1. Giving top priority to streamlining the Section 18 registration process so products become quickly and readily available for
emergency use;

5.2. Grower input on products that may lose crops from labels, prior to the agency and the registrant reaching registration
decisions;

5.3. Developing additional incentives for registrants to register new products and reduced risk products;

5.4. Utilizi ng negligible risko speed the registration process for Sections 3 and 18 registrations and to reduce the cost of
registration;

5.5. Increased funding for the Interregional Research Project #4)(Hland grant institutions may conduct the necessary
research needed to meet legislated guidelines for product review;

5.6. Working with industry groups and the appropriate agencies to reduce the impact of the implementation of FQPA on the
farm community;

5.7. Inclusion of human risk data, whenever such data are available, in the tolerance reaspessesmntPeer reviewed and
ethically obtained human risk data should have priority ovenarstudy data; and

5.8. Expansion and full funding of the USDA's Pesticide Data Program to provide accurate data on exposure to pesticide
residues at the final point of sale. Tolerance reassessimeuit] rely on these data to the greatest extent possible.

We will:

6.1. Urge Congress to review the implementation of the FQPA,

6.2. Ensure the FQPA is being implemented as originally intendecblmgress; and

6.3. Support congressional action that will ensure a workable and reasonable implementation of the FQPA.

We recommend that EPA use a 95 percent confidence interval when evaluating pdsticitgstration.

342 | Genomic Editing

1.

We support:

1.1. The use of gene editing in livestock, companion animals, and crops, such as CRISPR and Mutagenesis technologies;

1.2. The use of sound sciengethe regulation of genetically edited products. We believe that consumers, both domestic and
foreign, deserve sourstiencebased educatioon genomic editing;

1.3. A voluntary and uniform labeling system for products designed with gene editing; and

1.4. Continued research of genetic modification.



343 / Integrated Pest Management (IPM)

1.

2.
3.
4

o

IPM can reduce the risk of output loss, the-peit cost of production and liability from chemicdmages.

IPM is a defensible use of pesticidescause it focuses use where problems have been identified.

The loss of environmentally benign pesticiflmsspecialty cropshrough the reregistratioprocess will weaken IPMfforts.

We urge the Environmental Protection AgeEPA) and USDAo consider the impacts of pesticide product usedesnd

minimize their adverse effects on specialty and minor use crops

IPM should continue to be a budget priority for USBAd land graninstitutions. They should expand their research and

development of IPMechniques on a regional basis.

We support:

6.1. The widespread promotion and voluntary use of integrated pest manaddthnas a method of reducing costs, risks,
liability and total dependence on farm chemicals;

6.2. Continued esearch and development of pesticidbich degrade more rapidly, are less environmentally persistent and are
compatible with accepted IPpractices;

6.3. The remeal of pheromonefom the pesticide classification in order to permit, expedite and encourage their usage;

6.4. Increased biological pest contrelsearch to determine wigebiological pest contraheasures can provide practical and
feasible substitutes for, and supplements to, cherirgtols;

6.5. A "beneficial insectscategory in USDAs Competitive Grantgrogram; and

6.6. Expanded educational programs to encourage the widespread adoption ofdlRNng the addition of IPNhstruction to
pesticide applicator training programs.

344 | Labeling

1.

o

©Co~NoO

10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

7€

We support proper labelimaf feeds, foods, fibers and other agricultural products, including the specific oils and percentages use
in food products. Safe handling instructions on agriculitmaimodities are encouraged. Warning labels on products should be
based on conclusive scientific proof. The correct nomenclature for imitation psadert as substitutes for traditional foods and
fibers is an integral part of asumer protection. We do not object to new food products entering the market; however, these
products should stand on their own merits. Manufacturers of imitation foods should be allowed to label their produgts with an
available name provided no referemsenade to the product being simulated and no descriptions are used that imply the
traditional food origis. Labels on imitation produeshould state on the main display panel of the package that the psoatict
imitation.
Labels should not be required to contain information on production practices that do not affect utsiifatyof the product.
We support voluntary Country of Origlrabeling(COOL) that conforms with COOlparameters and meets WTO requirements.
USDA should administer rules and regulations for certification. The implementation of Gaild not impose undue
compliance costs, liability, recordkeeping and verification requirements on farmers and ranchers.
We support the inclusion of all dairy products in CO@gislation.
We recommend implementation GOOL to include all peanut products, raw and processed.
We support Congressional funding for the implementation of COOL
We support the inclusion of honapnd dry beasin COOL
Imported products should be labeled at the distribution point and retail level as to the country @inoriddte of packing.
Labels on imported products should state on the maptagigpanel of the package that the product is imported in letters not less
than onehalf the size of the product name. Labels on imported bulk food products should appear on the container panel/bin or i
close proximity.
Products produced mostlgi anot her country and #Afinishedo in the U.S.
be labeled as U.S. produced.
For animal products to receive a "Grown in the USA" label the animal(s) must have been exclusively born, rpisexssed
in the United States.
We recommend USD#Ae-establish an official definition of graged beef.
The Federal Standards of Identity for friuiices should not be further weakened. We suppercentage labelinfpr all
processed juicand juicebeverages to declare juicentent. Fruijuices reconstituted from concentrate should be reconstituted at
a Brix levelequal to the average of the singleength juicgproduced from that fruih the United States. We jgport the timely
enforcement of Food and Drug Administration (FDA) regulations concerning the adulteration of juice
We support:
14.1.Consumeifriendly, sciencebased labelingf agricultural products that provides useful information concerning the
ingredients, nutritional value and country of originall food sold in the United States;
14.2.USDA-approved rarketbased certification programs that identify production practices used to produce such food;
14.3.Legislation to require labelingf clothing and fabrics according to their degree of flammability and melting wbien
exposed to heat;
14.4.The sciencédased labelingolicies of FDA, including:
14.4.1.No special labelingequirement unless a food is significantly different from its traditionahterpart, or where a
specific constituent is altered (e.g., nutritionally or when affecting allergenicity); and
14.4.2.Voluntary labelingusing statements that are truthful and not misleading;
14.5.A voluntary and uniform labelingsystem for products designated as genetically modified organisms (GMOs);



14.6.Voluntary labelingof identity-preservedagricultural and food products that is based on a clear and factual certification
process;

14.7.The use of the "REAL" seal only on dairy products made with-p.6.oduced ;cowds mi |l k

14.8.All levels of govenment to vigorously enforce laws regarding the fraudulent and misleading labletlagy products;

14.9.Allowing changes to the fat percentage labebngoottled milkir om A2 % Fat o to fA198% Fat Fre
Free, 0o etc.;

14.10. Truth in advertising when live plangse offered for sale to the general public;

14.11. Imposing severe penalties for intentional mislabeling of agriculprcalucts;

14.12. Requiring all food products containing animal or vegetéaieedients being labeled as to the percentage and type
of each;

14.13. Requiring wines derived from graplkedeled as American or U.S.A. appellations containing 100 percent U.S.
grapes

14.14. U.S. origin products proudly displaying the American fiag prominent position on the label;

14.15. Prohibiting the use of commonly known andadveitising ofslit r y
lab-grown and planrbased alternatives;

14.16. The placement of a Quick Respen(QR) Code linked to nutritional information in lieu of providing the actual
required nutritional information on packaging; and

14.17. Alcoholic cider being defined as made primarily from apples, and pear cider being defined as primaplgarem

15. We oppose:

15.1.False, misleading, negative or deceptive marketing and promotion and/or label claims such as food products derived from
the use of biotechnology

15.2.Use of the nofGMO label on products that currently do not have GMO alternatives;

15.3.FDA's proposal which would require warning labels on unpasteurized juices and fresh fruits and vegetables;

15.4.Any product labelinghat states or implies that orgafiod is in any way superior to other farm products;

15.5.The creation of the new Bureau of Alcohol and Toba®ex, and Trade regulations regarding nutritional labedihg
alcoholic beverages;

15.6.Applying the Federal Uniform Packaging and LabelRggulation requirements to horticultural live plagtewn in
containers when these products are sold at the retail level; and

15.7.The labelingof plantbased beverages as milk

345 / Mycotoxin

1.

We support:

1.1. A uniform sampling and grading standard that takes into account the actual myteveisn

1.2. The present uniforrtest for mycotoxirfor use in all states and development of an accurate method for testing and sampling
at the marketplace;

1.3. Research that accurately reflects the level of mycotilwihmay be ingested by a peuiar species with no harmful effects;

1.4. Research on the prevention of mycotoxins by USIDA increasing research into the use of mycotaffiected
commodities;

1.5. Research for more accurate tests to determiymotoxinlevels as opposed to the black light test for final determination of
mycotoxin

1.6. To ensure consistency in price discounts and crop insunagemnities, we reaamend grairbuyers base any applicable
mycotoxindiscounts on tests conducted by trained personnel at Risk Management fgi#gyapproved labs, and we
support the efforts to develop prograthat would allow local elevatoend feed mills that utilize RMA&pproved
personnel, testing equipment and procedures to become &idoved labs;

1.7. The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) ruling on interstate isigipts of grairand other products which contain
mycotoxinas long as the ruling provides protection for animals and humans;

1.8. Commodity Credit Corporatiochanges in the toleranéevels of mycotoxirfor privately stored corn in the government
loan program to the same levels for public storage facilities;

1.9. The removal of FDA restrictions on interstate and exploigments ofnycotoxincorn and cottonseashich has been
treated with a high pressuhégh temperature ammonification process to reduce the mycdtoiisignificant levels;

1.10.Fundingfor an Aflatoxin MitigationCenter for Excellence;

1.11.The standardized use of the "thin layer" test for determining vomitexais in grains and end products; and

1.12.Making permanent the 2012 FDA national emergency corn bleneingr for aflatoxin contamination. This waiver allows
corn under 20 parts per billion (ppb) to be blended with corn up to 500 ppb to reach aSmeifiestion level.

346 / Product Quarantines

1.

2.
3.

We support rules and procedures for removing quarantines on affected agricultural commodities. We recommend the federal
government, in consultation aedoperation with state and local agencies, have the authority to impose regional quarantines.
Quarantines restricting the interstate movement of agricultural products should be based on conclusive science.

A quarantine period should nexceed 30 days. By the end of that period, the governmental agency imposing the quarantine
should be required to take one of the following actions:

77



4.

3.1. Revoke the quarantine;

3.2. Continue the quarantine for an additional 30 days, for a totahgtiae not to exceed 60 days; except in the case of poultry
the total quarantine should not exceed 30 days;

3.3. Condemn the product and dispose of it within 10 days; or

3.4. If the quarantine extends into the sed@® days, loan arrangements should be made available to producers whose products
are quarantined for conditions beyond their control.

We support a revision of the United States Department of Agriculture () E2Aandpostharvest treatment manuals relating to

guarantines.

INSPECTIONS / STANDARDS

355 / Fruit and Vegetable Grades and Standards

1.

2.

We support periodic review and revision of federal grades and starfdafduits and vegetables to better reflect conditions due

to modern harvest and marketing methods.

Fruit and vegetablgradesand standards should not be changed solely on the assumption that such a change would alter crop
production practices.

356 / Grain Standards, Grading, Inspection and Pricing

1.

2.

7€

Farm Bureau, USA and the grain trade should continue to work cooperatively to improve grain standards which accurately

reflect the importance of test weight, protein content, insect infestation levels, moisture, dry matter basis and feragmmat

determining quaty, grading and pricing factors for soybeans, wiaeat feed grains.

We support:

2.1. Adjusting U.S. grains and oilseegeemiums and discount schedules to encourage the storage, delivery anafetxigbrt
quality, clean grain;

2.2. Offering incentives to minimize the percentage of moisture, foreign material, dockage and shrunken and damaged kernels

2.3. Strengthening and enforcing federal standards that would reflect the qualityro$gidhin world trade;

2.4. USDA accelerating research to develop more objective tests and promoting the use of those tests to accurately differentia
between types of classes of grains based on hardness, protein content and physical and thalegitaistics;

2.5. USDA conducting a comprehensive study to identify the changes in grading procedures and standards including sampling
and testing methods needed to ensure that class and grade will accurately indicate the appropriate enchusé dbr ea
grain;

2.6. USDA allowing all information available, such as identification by variety, to be used in the classification procedures,
pending the adoption of acceptable objective tests;

2.7. Continued development of new grain standardmfirove the present U.S. Grain Standards Act. Revised grain standards
should indicate clearly and give assurance that we will provide clean, ider@ggrvedyrains for our customers at home
and abroad;

2.8. Grading inincrements of tenths;

2.9. Premium and discount schedules being consistent and stated at the time of contracting and not be subject to change at
delivery;

2.10.Encouraging processors and elevatorprovide the economic rationdlar all discount rates;

2.11.Amending the United States Grain Standards Act for soft white ibiéatlude the level of alphamylase enzymbased
on the falling number test;

2.12.USDA ensuring that grain imported into the country complies with domestic grain quality standards;

2.13.Giving proper and timely notification to farmers and grain dedlenading procedures or standa@ate changed;

2.14.Working for the development and funding of a voluntary certification process for idpréisgrvedyrain;

2.15.Development of contract language on grain that will not extend protab#ity for grain quality or type past the point of
delivery;

2.16.Imposing a late cash payment penalty on grain brokers and mills who fail to pay by the agreed upon contractual date. Thi
penalty should include the contractual payment glae compensation for delay in payment;

2.17.The prohibition of the practice of adding foreign material, other grains or screenings to a shipment of grains to meet a
certain grade. Criminal penalties for violations should be swiftly andysadshinistered;

2.18.Inspection and cargo weight checks of all exgbipments by the Grain InspectjdPackers and Stockyards Administration
(GIPSA).GIPSA should also verify the cleanliness, quality and test weight of every gxpiorishipment;

2.19.Producer representation on the GIPSA advisory council;

2.20.The adoption of the equivalent beslzoncept for grain marketing which rewards producers for delivery of a quality
product. Because the current grain marketing system discounts producer return for high moisture grain, a change to the
equivalent bushel concept would eliminate the econonaieritive of manipulating moisture levels and more accurately
reflect the commodity's true value;

2.21.Further research of new and advanced technology in testing grains for quality, such as protein and oil content, to determir
the profitability of adopting these testing procedures to enhance income of grain producers;

2.22.Standards for the quality and safety of feeebomductscoming out of ethanol plants; and

2.23.The continual use of guidelinss that blendingf like products can be continued.



3.

We oppose:

3.1. The establishment of defect action levels in grain by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) unless sound science
demonstrates a real need,;

3.2. Federal grain warehousbsing exempted from state grain indemnity laws and applicable coverage; and

3.3. Reguhtions which prohibit the mingling of grain and feed ingredients at farm and feed milling sites.

357 / Hay and Forage Standards

1.

We support:

1.1. The use of th&ational Foragdesting Association's (NFTA) Lab Certification Program;

1.2. All foragetesting labs becoming certified:;

1.3. Proper sampling techniques and the use of NEe&#ified labs for all forageesting; and

1.4. Farm Bureau providing leadership for advancing NFTA standardized fquedi¢y testing in the United States.

358 / Inspection and Grading of Meat, Poultry and Seafood Products

1.

2.
3.

The objective of federal and state meat and poiuigpection programs is to provide consumers with a supply of wholesome

meat and poultrproducts. This is a service to consumers and costs should be paid from general revenue funds.

We support USDA approval of management tools that improve food safety based on cost benefit analysis.

We urge that all testequired by other countries for the expofour meat products be conducted by the Food Safety and

Inspection Service (FSIS). If FSIS is unable to do the required tests, FSIS should be required to coordinate andhéacilitate t

transfer of ay required tests to certified laboratories.

We believe all meat, poultgnd seafood products should be inspected and tested to the same standard. Funding sources for an

new federally mandated seafood inspection program shouddriséstent with existing funding for other food commaodities.

Regulations governing the application of federal inspection programs to custom slaughtering plants, locker plants and produce

slaughterers should be modified so as not to elimith&tge local services.

We favor modifying U.S. beef, lamdnd pork grade standards if scientific research shows that changes will provide leaner, more

acceptable beef, lamdnd pork that will benefit consumers, processms producers.

We recommend the USDA provide processing facility plans to assist processers through the requirements associated with

constructing a plant.

USDA should:

8.1. Adopt a program taking advantage of new techniques proveeskarch to be effective in reducing bacterial
contamination;

8.2. Focus an aggressive education program on safe food handling of perishable foods to minimize the risk of pathogen
contamination. The public also must be educated about the relativeamgirgy risk status to individuals;

8.3. Fund and inspect seafood, faraised rabbitsprivatelyowned cervids, buffalo and ratiteeat as currently being done with
poultry, pork and beef;

8.4. Suppot smallscale meat processors and examine existing requirements to alleviate the immense burdens placed on smal
scale meat processors;

8.5. Develop electronic beef, landnd pork grading machines and institute their use where praetichl;

8.6. Provide more training opportunities and communication regarding meat inspectiorements including Hazard Analysis
and Critical Control Points (HACCP) training.

We support:

9.1. Limiting FSISi nspect orsé authority to shut down plants only f
Slaughter Act. FSIS should work to ensure consistency of interpretation and application of regulations, guidelines and
directives to plants. We encourdg8lS to work cooperatively with the plant manager when actions to shut down a plant
impact the health and welfare of livestock being delivered;

9.2. Changes to Humane Methods of Slaughter Act that will allow more flexibility for inspectors to raetigeti every attempt
is being made to be in compliance with the law and that no violation exists when a second shot or stun method is
immediately employed;

9.3. USDA approval of the use of hot water, steam and other proven rinses of carcasseduthmrtprocessing. We also
support USDA approval of the use of pasteurization and completion of research of high intensity pulses of light to kill
pathogens

9.4. Granting the secretary of agriculture authority to impose mandatanaqtine and recadif meat products based on
scientific testing and detection procedures. Authority to do tracesliadke farm should be focused on control and
eradication of animal health diseases eaidted epidemiological studies;

9.5. Development of analytical methods for-site detection of contaminants and other adulterants that may impact food safety;

9.6. Changes to the Wholesome Poulist to allow more than one person to slaughter or process patlryacility;

9.7. Changes to USDA regulations to allow for ptimie supervision of small local slaughterhoyses

9.8. USDA revisions of the yield grade standards for laank mutton This includes mandatory coupling of yield and quality
grading and the removal of the kidney and pelvic (KP) fat on the slaughter floor;

9.9. Establishing federal ahdards for packing plantisat purchase cattle, sheep and hogs on a grade and yield basis;

9.10.Legislation to eliminate unnecessary inspection;



9.11.Producetled quality assurangerograms that deal with issues of food safety;

9.12.Enforcement of meat inspectistandards. We recommend that the meat inspeptmgram remain under USDA and not
be placed with the Food diiDrug Administration (FDA);

9.13.Allowing states to enter into Memorandum of Understanding (MOUS) to allow the sale of state inspected meat into other
states;

9.14.Meat inspectorbeing deemed essential employees in cabgsvernment shutdowns;

9.15.Reclassifying rabbitsaised for food from exotic animats livestock for processing purposes;

9.16.Federal meat inspectdoging made available to small meat processors;

9.17.An exemption for poultryprocessing facilities of fewer than 20,000 birds annually, allowing them totleageer
processors who have a Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points (HACCP) plan and are processing their own birds; an

9.18.The establishment of a new set of inspection rules that allow physically injured but otherwise healthy livestock to be
slaughtered under FSIS oversight.

10. We oppose:

10.1.User feego finance federally mandated meat, poyltrgntraditional food animals and seafood inspection;

10.2.The use of excesve penalties on producers, processors and handlers. Producers should have feasible control or preventic
programs available to them before punitive actions are taken;

10.3.Characterizing meat animals as carrier& ofoli;

10.4.Uniform grade namefor all graded foods;

10.5.Cutbacks in funding of the federal meat inspecfiomgrams unless the regulations are changed; and

10.6.The expansion of exemptions from the federal meat inspesthmaards.

359 / Organic Standards

1.
2.

3.

We support continued evaluation and improvement of the USDA organic accreditation system.

Organic growers should lresponsible for taking appropriate measures to protect their crops from poller dther factors that

affect the integrity of their crops.

We recommend that the National Organic Program (NOP) follow recommendationd\ztitieal Organic Standards Board

(NOSB) regarding livestock medications, pasture and composting.

Changes to the NOP animal welfatandards should not impair the current practices that allow producers to mihatain

biosecurityof their herds and flocks.

The discovery of marked, genetically modified steriles, such as the DS Red Sterile Pink Bollworm Moth, in organically grown

crops shoud not impact the status of organic certification of the crops.

To maintain the integrity of organic agriculture, we support USDA's National Organic Standards with the following changes:

6.1. Keeping organic standards strictyganic, i.e. not allowing some drugs or ramganic feed to be used and the product still
retain the certified organic label;

6.2. That certified farmers should be able to participate in their certification management boards;

6.3. Imported products labeled as organic must be subject to the same standards as the U.S. organic standards;

6.4. The Organic Materials Review Institute's list of approved materials should be the USDA's approved list; and

6.5. All persons selling, handling or processing organic products from bulk or opened packages need to be certified.

We support:

7.1. Those who benefit from the sale of organically produced commaodities paying for enforeetheties;

7.2. Efforts to enhance marketing, research and production opportunities for producers of organically grown commodities just
we support such efforts for conventionally produced crops;

7.3. Auditing and enforcement the USDAccertified organic program in line with its increasing economic importance and
growth;

74. A statebs ability to conduct regulatory and enforcemen

7.5. Broad availability ofinformation on the USDAcertified organic program, certification process and labeling requirements,
as well as other unbiased information on organic products or production;

7.6. Monitoring the activities and protocol of the NOSB. American FBureau Federation should work with the state Farm
Bureaus to fill vacant positions on the NOSB when applicable;

77. USDAG6s National Organic Program strictly enforcing the

7.8. Ensuring the integrity of almported organic grains.

360 / Plant Variety Protection Act

1.

8C

For decades, the Plant Variety Protection Act (PVPA) has played a critical role in the protectitenanai® and propagation of
agricultural seedarieties. While the advent of biotechnologyd the applicability of plant and utility patents to plants have
complicated the plant protection landscape, PVPA shoulgk&ifl a substantial role in the protection and propagation of current
and future plant varietiesn order to do that, PVPA must remain relevant and effective.

Companies that sell biotech sesttbuld help keep the price of semampetitive for U.S. farmers with farmers from other
countries; however, plant breeders should not sell patentednseaahtries that do not provide the same intellectual property
rights protection.



3. We encourage the timely release of information regarding increases in teehdes=egbrices to allow for appropriate planning
by producers.

Farmers should be allowed to save and replant biotechbggealying a minimal technology fee eaved seed

In order to strengthen the rights of plant breeders and maintain a farmer's ability to sdwee theeldnd he or she farms and
dispose of incidental amounts of sea@ support:

5.1.

5.2.
5.3.
5.4.

5.5.
5.6.

5.7.
5.8.

Strong intellectual propertyghts protection to allow seatkvelopers the ability to recover the costs of research and
development of seedwhile abiding by all antitrust laws;

Restricting the sales of protected varieties without the permission of the owner;

The present provision which allows a farmer to save 8wadkse on all the land thae or she farms;

A provision to allow growers of see@rieties protected under the PVPA to sell the s@edrding to local commercial law
if the seeccompany fails to abide by the grower contract;

Maintaining the international and domestic gene/germplasmis/stores. These should remain easily accessible to the
public;

Continued plant variety reses in the public sector;

Compensation for the public contribution to a joint pulpliczate venture; and

Uniformity in the establishment of tech fegisbally.

PESTS: ANIMAL AND PLANT

375 / Fire Ant Control

1. We support:

1.1

1.2.
1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

Adequate funding at the local, state and federal levels for research, organization and administration of regulatory and pes
control programs in each of the infestdtes, including all land in the affected area;

Continuation by USDA of its fire ant program;

Cost sharing by the Natural Resources Conservation Service on farms for chpraitator or biological eurol of fire

ants;

Expanded research by Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service to provide safe, effective and practical treatments for
multi-year certification of field and containrgrown nursery stock;

Relaxation of United Statepiarantine requirements to allow the importation of the Phorid fly for the sole purpose of
controlling Imported Fire Ants; and

The special approval of Section 18 chemigsdge for the control of fire ants, crazy ants and Argentine ants. We encourage
the Environmental Protection Agen(yPA) to make special considerations to control these ivevasit species.

376 / Harmful Invasive Species

1.

2.

We believe federal, state and local agencies should work more closely with private landowners and industry to address harmfu
invasive species probigs.

We support a comprehensive national policy addressing the introduction and management of harmful invasive species. Progra
should rely on cooperative, voluntary, partnerdiggsed efforts between public agencies, private landowners, induastry

concerned citizens.

The development and adoption of statutory policy and control measures to deal with harmful invasive species shouldnbe based
the following principles:

3.1.
3.2.

3.3.
3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

3.8.

3.9.

Regulations and statutes should not be allowed to interfiéineowerode property rights;

Clear criteria must be established to delineate what are harmful invasive species, which should not be defined to include
beneficial nomnative species;

Regulations should include emergency measures to &lotlhe timely use of chemicabntrols;

Any consideration of endangered or threatened species should have a component recognizing and addressing the role of
harmful invasive species;

State and federdélinding should be adequate to develop sound sciufieient to determine lontgerm effects of non

native species;

We support the indemnificatiasf crop and livestock lossé&om harmful invasive species when it can be documented that
the quarantine requirements or treatment methods are the basis for the loss. We support an increase in funds for inspecti
services and facilities. Funding should also be made available fac pdbication and outreach efforts;

Public landshould be managed to reduce and eliminate impacts of harmful invasive species as effectively as private land:
and in coordination with neighboring privately owned or leased Badh management on public largif®uld be exempt

or excluded from the National Environmental Policy Act process. Any efforts on publicttatdsdfect the uses and private
rights held by public land permitteesdausers shall be subject to compensation and fair market value for the taking of these
property rights by the introduction or proliferation of harmful invasive species;

Proper incentives should be provided for farmers and ranchers to effectivgétgl noxious and aquatic weealsng with

support for an Integrated Pest Managenagproach;

Any harmful invasive species program tieproposed should not create additional restrictions on agricultural producers,
landowners and industry; and

3.10.Harmful invasive species should not be defined to include agricultural products.
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We support spreaentehe itroeéuttibnoof quagga ara zebra mussels into their waters and encourage cooperation
between states to control the current infestation.

377 | Indemnification

1.

Federal and state livestock and pouilbhgemnificationlaws and regulations should be revised to reflect current market value and

trends in marketing conditions and production programkene industries. Revisions should also take into account the period of

governmervenforced business interruptions and economic restrictions.

Indemnificationshould be provided for losses of agricultural products whedygts are impounded, farms are quarantined or

movement or sales are restricted in the public interest.

Producers should be compensated in these cases and not held responsible for conditions beyond their control. We Lirge financ

assistance for sting feed in efforts to locate the source of pesticides and residues.

Producers should be responsible for losses resulting from condemnations from anisahdirpgsticide residues due to

negligence ottheir part.

Current law should be amended to include indemnificdtiotosses due to the use of chemicals, drugs or vacaihiet are not

caused by producer negligence. There should be no retrolatiViey for property owners, farmers or their agents for chemical

applications made in accordance with laws in effect at the time of application.

We support:

6.1. Statefederal funded eradication prograrior plants, livestock and poulttigat provide indemnificatioas needed to control
the spread of and eradication of serious communicable dis€asewpt indemnity payments should be based upon current
market values;

6.2. Legislation indemnifying farmers and farm owners for the cost of cleanup and other damages arising from thegfollutio
their land by the willful or negligent acts of others;

6.3. Re-evaluation of the indemnities for foreign animal diseases;

6.4. In the event of an outbreak of a major animal disease appropriating the ngé@sdarto farmers for indemnificatiaf
lost animals and income until the affected farms are approved to resume operations;

6.5. Including integratorscontract growers and producers in all federal indemnity payment programs pertaining to the livestock
and poultryindustries. When a company receives an indemnity payment;ratarshare should go to the grower;

6.6. Federal and state efforts to control tracheal and Varroa mites and to provide suitable indemnity if bee colonies atle destroy
in the process; and

6.7. The need to post a bond in a reasonable amount by environmental organibaticue tstate or federal agencies to protect
workers and the company owners from loss of income due to work stoppages. In the event that the suit is unsuccessful, tf
bond should be forfeited to the company in order to defray their losses.

378 / Plant and Animal Infections and Infestations

1.
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We support:

1.1. An aggressive national and state effort to halt the spread efatore pathogens and pests which endanger agricultural
production;

1.2. The establishment of a program to analyze the effectiveness of state, federal and international plant and animal diseases
insect control measures. This analysis should estimate the risk of spread of undesirable plants, animals and insects undel
curren control procedures. Recommendations to improve control measures should be included in the analysis. Findings
should be made known to the affected industries; Measures taken by USDA should include:

1.2.1. A ban on untreated products and packing matefiaim countries with known populations of destructive pests not
native to North America;

1.2.2. Intensive monitoring of all imported products; and

1.2.3. Funding of research on eradication methods.

1.3. Pest control funding should be made avadalbhen the need arises because the control of plant and animal pests is an
important factor in reducing farm losses. Programs should be developed so when a problem arises the funds and facilities
can be put in place expediently. We also encourage the AaimdePlant Health Inspection Servi@PHIS) to undertake
early monitoring to determine the location of pest infestations in order to maximize resource allocation;

1.4. The departments or agenciedlud federal government should implement and pursue an effective program for the control of
noxious plants and other undesirable plant species on all lands under their control or jurisdiction, including wildamess are
and national pask Such programs should be in accordance with state and federal weed laws and should be in cooperatior
with the state departments of agriculture and/or with a designated agency where there is a state weed and pest organizat
States that are sentirgthtes for pest introductions should receive increased focus and support to strengthen pest protectiol
efforts;

1.5. The concept of multinational cooperation in the areas of research exchange, technology transfer and the development of |
plant varietesto offset the loss of federal and state research dollars devoted to preventing the introduction of new plant pe:
diseases;

1.6. A greater international effort to control the spread of noxious plants, insects and anisa@peasantine protection from
these pests should not be compromised in international iegptgiations;

1.7. The separation and autonomy within USDA of APHIS and the scientific advisory panel,



2.

1.8. Increasing the effieincy of the APHIS programs and increased funding for APHIS inspections and stronger regulation of
plant materials entering the U.S;
1.9. The transfer of authority for agricultural inspections at the U.S. ports of featmthe US. Department of Homeland
Security to APHIS and increased funding for the agency or agencies responsible for these inspections;
1.10.The employment of technical staff qualified to address new and more complicated phytosanitary and sanitary matters.
Improvements to infrastructure, facilities and shared database technology must become a priority for the agency or agenc
responsible for agricultural inspections;
1.11.Increased monitoring of raw wood products and other filased construction matatiincluding packaging materials;
1.12.The removal of spending limitations from the APHIS user fee trust fund included in the USDA appropriations act. User fee
should be used to fund vacant inspection positions at ports of entry
1.13.The development and maintenance of effective pest exclusion programs at ports. dftergeyprograms should include
increased inspection of travelers, as well as public awareness programs, taradeters of the threats to agriculture from
imported pests;
1.14.Aggressive enforcement of phytosanitary protocol at ports of emttgtect illegal plant and animal products, diseases,
pests or harmful invasive species. Imnageiexpansion of USDA's Plant Protection and Quarantine Branch personnel and
facilities to take care of increased plant imports. We further request that sufficient fees be imposed on the plant material
imported to cover the costs of adequate inspectiorfuanijation. USDA should revaluate and strengthen the risk
assessmenfiteria it uses in determining the impact of importing plants, animals and their products from areas with exotic
pest infestations. In determining pdiste zaes, USDA should be required to hold any public field heatimgfse domestic
production area which will be affected;
1.15.Mandatory identification of manifests of organic shipments for targeted inspection;
1.16.Increased aoperation between the U.S. Postal Sergicd APHIS to increase first class mail inspections at high risk entry
points;
1.17.Increased fines for private and commercial smugginggricutural products. Fines should be severe enough to deter
smugglingand be used to fund the APHIS/Agricultural Quarantine Inspection System (AQI);
1.18.A prohibition on the use of untreated wood products from countries known to hadsidineLonghorn Beetle
1.19.An awareness program to provide education to assist Texas ranches in identifying and controlling the Fever Tick. We alsc
recommend that we solicit Mexico's assis&to increase the width of the Mexican "bordarrier zone";
1.20.Implementation and funding for the National Strategic Plan for the Cattle Fever Tick Pidgyaloped in 2006;
1.21.Legislation that would require USDA to fund and implement dipping facilities at sale barns in south Texas to control fever
ticks;
1.22.Strengthening of Quarantine 37 and continuing efforts to require enforcement. In additoprotaction regulations that
safeguard producers from plant diseases and exoticipelsiding citrus cankeshould not be weakened,;
1.23.The APHIS proposal to allow the importation of certain fruits froawidii, including lychegprovided they are not held in
transit in any state that is host for theflyicomplex and provided they are irradiated or treated immediately after arrival;
1.24.The continued development of domestic cur@itivation by allowing the importation of new cultivars from European
Union countries via an appropriate phytosanitary protocol;
1.25.All wheat imported from Mexico meeting equivalent testing standards agptb@uced wheat; and
1.26.Full disclosure of the contents of sdets by amending the Federal Sttt to require the tag or label to list each plant
species therein by name and rate of occurrence.
We oppose:
2.1. Any importation ofcitrus, nursery stock and citrus prodsiother than juice from any country having citrus camkemy
other harmful phytosanitary problems and pests until that citrus is certified free of all harmful pigtggaoblems and
pests;
2.2. The combining of APHIS and U.S. Customs Service;
2.3. To weed seebleing sold as bird feed unless it has been treated so that it will not germinate; and
2.4. All sales of Tamarisks a nursery stock.
Bacteria, Diseases and Virus
3.1. We support:
3.1.1. The development and implementation of a formal plan such as Florida's Citrus Health Response Plan that helps
growers manage and corittbe spread of citrus pesand diseases (e.g., citrus cankérus greening);
3.1.2. Increased citrus greening exclusion efforts and research funding for vector and disease detection efforts and
eradicationjnoculation and best orchard managenfenthe protection of the U.S. citrus industry;
3.1.3. Continuation of strict enforcement of the virulent potato wart virus quarantine on all Canadian patatcasy
livestock fed fresh Canadian potato stock within 30 days of shipment, until such time that Galed@red free of
the potato wart virus;
3.1.4. USDA protecting U.S. potato production by investigatingrttegynitude of the threat of the reesion nematode
(Pratylenchus neglectiso and if warranted taking action up to and including a moratooiishipments of
Canadian seeand/or commercial potato@#o the United States;
3.1.5. Scientifically-based, federalljunded programs for the survey and control of the spread of plumpoxvilgth
America including eradication ifecessary. We further support indemnity payments based on established values of
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established orchard trees as well as nursery trees and ornamental nursery stock affected in the eradication progran
Indemnification should take into account business inteionptas well as long term economic losses;

3.1.6. APHIS protecting the interests of U.S. soybean producers by actively engaging in monitoring and surveillance
activities to control Soybean RudVe support testing and developmentiafps resistant to diseases that are not yet
present in the United States. Testing and development should be conductedémsitive areas to protect the health
of present crops; and

3.1.7. Funding for the National Plant Diagnostic Network to allowdontinued higkguality and coordinated expert
diagnostic services to growers and plant protection officials in the event of an introduction to the U.S. of an invasive
or emerging plant pest, disease, or weed.

Karnal Bunt
4.1. The tolerance on karnal bumust be based on sound science and appropriate to each segment of the industry, for karnal
buntin wheat, wheat products and other commodities. USDA should workdevlaat goal by:

4.1.1. Sponsoring an international meeting of scientists to evaluate the status and strategies for management ahthe smut
bunt diseases of cereals worldwide, with particular attention to karnal bunt

4.1.2. Taking a leading role in revaluation of international policies on the use of quarantines to prevent the movement of
cereal smuand bunt fungi; and

4.1.3. Maintaining an aggressive research effort on sandtbunt diseases of cereals, including karnal.bunt

4.2. In order to protect and expand U.S. wheat exports, USDA, U.S. Trade Repres€btaii®) and the wheat industspould
actively promote and gain acceptance of karnal bara quality issue at the earliest possible date. Karnakhantd be
deregulated and handled as a quality issue in a manner that facilitates the maflgring and prevents market

disruptions.

4.3. We encourage continuation of compensation discussions and should keep the minimum compensation level the same as

1996.

4.4. Compensation should be established for harvesters and transporteomsistent regulations need to be established for
sanitizing equipment.

Noxious Weeds

5.1. We support:

5.1.1. Control programs for designated noxious weald invasive species and the necessary funds from the federal
government for eradication;

5.1.2. USDA taking immediate action to enact a program to control and/or eradicat#islka(Salt Ceday;, and

5.1.3. USDA taking immediate action to enact a program to control and/or eradicate giant saliheidower Colorado
River.

Pestsand Invasive Species
6.1. We support:

6.1.1. Recession of presidential Executive Order No. 13112 with its broad scope and potential for uncontrolled costs;

6.1.2. Increased and extended funding for the integrated pest manageognams;

6.1.3. Irradiationas an approved technology for pest control;

6.1.4. USDA controlling the West Indian sugarcane weevil;

6.1.5. Efforts to control or sterilize the starling, blackbadd crow populations to the point where they are no longer an
economic problem for agriculture;

6.1.6. Adequate funds be allocated for the eradication of harmful species dfiésiin the United States and its territories;

6.1.7. APHIS studying and monitoring the Russian Wheat Aginid taking the necessary action to control its spread;

6.1.8. Programs that will lessen the impact of the gypsy naothsouthern pine bark beetle

6.1.9. Voluntary compliance programs that certify nurseries free of new or emerging plant pests and encourage regional
cooperation in the absence of éedl programs to aid in interstate shipments of plants; and

6.1.10. Allowing acceptable integrated pest manageniéitl) optionsuntil removing the Pallida Globodera Nematode,
also known as the Pale Cyst Nematode (PCN), from the world quarantine list.

Research
7.1. We support:

7.1.1. Continued research and implementatiéretection, exclusion, control and eradication measures;

7.1.2. The Land Grant Universities, National Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) and Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) Plant Materials Laboratory) continuing to search for aredogieplant material for forage
production, conservation and wildlife uses;

7.1.3. The best plant species available, native or-native, be used for forage production, conservation or wildlife
purposes. Universities, NIFA and federal agencies shoolugte the use of domestically developed, imported and
native plant species for forage production, conservation and wildlife activities. Further, NRCS should continue
support and allow the use of domestically developed and/or imported plant speciesdosthsliiare programs;

7.1.4. Research to learn how to effectively and economically manage domestic European honeybees in the area where
Africanized honeybesexist;

7.1.5. Research efforts taddress viable control methods finytophthoracapsiciand Downy Mildew;



7.1.6. Continued research and development into the problem of preventing the importation of exotic species in the ballast
tanks of cargo ships. Shipigeshould be required to use only those methods that are financially reasonable and
technologically feasible to prevent exotic species in ballast tanks;

7.1.7. Research to combat new emerging pests (e.g., Brown Marm@ttédBug, the Spotted Wing Drosophila Friy,
etc.); and

7.1.8. Research and development of methods to control iegdsive species that may be becoming resistant to chemical
control measures.

SECTION 4 - ENERGY / MONETARY -TAX / MISC ELLANEOUS
ENERGY

401 / Electric Power Generation

1.

2.

The production, transmission and distribution of power, including the production of electricity from atomiclmateoiald be
primarily a function of private enterprise, including cooperatives, and of othefederal electrical utility systems.
The price of power sold by public agencies should include an amount equal to the federal income taxespaopdayabxes
and such amounts should be paid to the appropriate units of government in lieu of taxes.
We support:
3.1. Limiting federal production or transmission of power to instances where it is clearly demonstrated that adequate
developmat cannot be obtained otherwise;
3.2. Selling power produced by a federal agency, at the plant;
3.3. Selling the right to generate power at federal dam sites to private enterprise or local units of government unless it would
adversely affect the eb of electricity to rural America;
3.4. Granting cooperatives and municipalities the first opportunity to purchase federal power subject to such modifications as
may be necessary to accomplish equitable geographic distribution;
3.5. Protecting wadr of a quality which is useful for agricultural and domestic consumption uses, whenever practicable;
3.6. Complying with standards to reduce electrical ground currents;
3.7. Regulating power rates effectively, treating customers fairly and saegvicinchised territory responsibly; and
3.8. Including agriculture representatives among stakeholders designated as advisors to Regional Transmission
Organizations/Independent System Operators.
We oppose:
4.1. Legislative or regulatorprograms that will increase the cost of electricity to businesses, farms and industries without
evidence that the program is needed; and
4.2. Requiring utilities to collect funds from customers or members to finance residential utility consumegiactsior any
other organization.
Electricity Infrastructure
5.1. An owner of a utility tower should be responsible for the removal and disposal of the tower once its use is discontinued.
5.2. The federal government should be requiredite local communities and states prior knowledge of a pending utility permit
before a proposed utility right of way is granted.
5.3. We support:
5.3.1. Increasing electrical generation capacity by updating old and constructing new power plaraasnission lines to
keep pace with increased demand in the United States and its territories;
5.3.2. Shortening the permitting process for construction or improving power generating plants;
5.3.3. Upgrading the infrastructure for the electric gigdensure security, reliability and survivability; and
5.3.4. Developing additional connections between utility and transmission infrastructure that could provide energy
customers direct access to lower cost ensupplies.
5.4. We oppose:
5.4.1. Department of Energy (DOE) ability to use eminent domain to override state authority when siting exwermgiors
under the 2005 energet. DOE should act in an advisory capacity only;
5.4.2. Any government mandates with respect to the use of smart rreatelrs
5.4.3. Foreign governments being allowed to own a controlling interest in public utilities.
Electric Utility Restructuring
6.1. The federal government should set the framework for the implementation of changes in the structure of the electric utility
industry, but should allow state government to decide whether or not to deregulate.
6.2. We oppose deregulating electric utilities because it may result in higher power costs and distribution problems.
6.3. The following principles must be met if electric utilities are restructured and deregulated:
6.3.1. Changes in the structure oftlelectric industry must not be undertaken without full and informed public debate;
6.3.2. Benefits of deregulation should be measured primarily in terms of economic and social consequences;
6.3.3. Restructuring should ensure that all customers hasesado reliable electrical service at fair and reasonable prices;
6.3.4. Restructuring should be consistent with the goals of protecting the environment, and -a$fecthat sustainable
energytechnologies;
6.3.5. Restructuring shdd maintain adequate staff levels and training to ensure safety, reliability, customer service and
planning standards;
8t



7.

10.

6.3.6. Rural consumers must be assured of reliable service and competitive prices;
6.3.7. Provide a phasi to purchase electric p@win a competitive market;
6.3.8. Provide a mechanism for smaller customers to pool their electric power consumption into a larger marketable share
through aggregation in order to attract and better obtairctmst/electric power; and
6.3.9. Provide athority for rural electric cooperatives to:
6.3.9.1Decide whether to enter into a deregulated marketplace;
6.3.9.2Retain control through their elected representatives;
6.3.9.3Continue to provide operation and maintenance of distribution lineseanmites;
6.3.9.4Preserve territories in established service areas when municipalities expand into these areas through
annexation; and
6.3.9.5Have full cost recovery for the use of their distribution lines; and retain their present tax status.
Hydroelectric Facilities- Federal Licenses
7.1. We favor federal relicensing of hydroelectric generation facilities in a manner that will protect agriculture's interest in
maintaining the availability of lowest costergy The entity that constructed and operated the generation facility during the
original license period should be given a preference for the license extension.
7.2. If alicense should be revoked or not renewed, the utility musbimpensated at current value by the federal government.
Nuclear Electricity
8.1. We support:
8.1.1. Nuclear energyplants, as a source of needed enavijlf adequate safeguards to endhier safe and
environmentally sound use;
8.1.2. Studying the impact of nuclear power plant emissions upon the surrounding agricultural community. The operator of
a nuclear facility, prior to beginning of operation and at regular intervals thereafteld i required by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to educate neighboring farmers on emergency agricultural practices and procedures to be
followed in the event of a nuclear accident; and
8.1.3. Reprocessing nuclear wastegenerate additional energy
Renewable Electricity
9.1. We support:
9.1.1. Using renewable sources of electricity such as wind, bignsatar, tidal, hydroelectric, methafrem manure and
landfills;
9.1.2. Using biomass$uels for electric power generatiovhenever economically feasible;
9.1.3. Developing renewable fuelslean coal, and next generation nuclear technologies in order tthieeepsts of
electrical energwgffordable;
9.1.4. Encouraging the use of switchgrass or biommasi&lue as a source of fgsh in cement as an alternative to coal fly
ash. The American Society of Testing Materials should conduct research and establish cement specifications for fly
ash from cefired electrical generation from sources other than coal;
9.1.5. Using electrical generation turbinasnavigatiordams without government regulations or permits;
9.1.6. Researching and developing methods for storing electricity geddram renewable resources; and
9.1.7. Mandating that renewable enefglgectricity be purchased at a minimum of the wholesale price.
Rural Electric Utilities
10.1.We recommend that the Rural Uiiis Service (RUS) be preserved as an independent agency within USDA and that steps
be taken to ensure that key administrative functions, including those pertaining to the establishment of technical and
engineering standards, are retained within RUS.
10.2.We support:
10.2.1.A properly designed federal revolving fund that is an integral part of the means to provide the rural electric
cooperatives adequate credit to maintain and strengthen their systems. Such a revolving fumachimie:ah
adequate rate of interest to keep the fund solvent and be used in conjunction with private capital to finance the
system; and
10.2.2.0rganizing and operating rural electric cooperatives in accordance with accepted coopenaipes and
practices.
10.3.We oppose any plan or effort to convert rural electric cooperatives into a public power system.

11. Tennessee Valley Authorit{TVA)

8¢

11.1.TVA's debt is a problem for the agency. TVA rate payers should not bear the burden of a debt created to benefit the natio!
as a whole.
11.2.We support:
11.2.1.Working toward a fair debt payment;
11.2.2. Allowing TVA to compete fairly in the total marketplace to remain a reliable power generator; and
11.2.3.Requiring at least one director be a fard@@downer Farm Bureau member.
11.3.We oppose:
11.3.1.Allowing the TVA reclassifying farm accounts; and
11.3.2.Continuing TVA in its present form as it has achieved most of its original goals and purposes.



402 | Energy

1.
2.

The U.S. should be focused on energy independence.

We support the devepment and implementation of a comprehensive energy policy, which includes conservation, efficiency,

exploration, research, and proportional use of subsidipsovide for the production of traditional and renewable energy sources.

Howe\er, further action is needed to address the vulnerabilities of the U.S. energy sector and the resulting impacts orsour natic

farmers and ranchers.

We stand behind the U.S. caatlustry and codlired electricalgenerating plants to help achieve energy independence. We

oppose efforts to comply with international environmental goals forpmaér plants.

We believe that a government requirement/mandate for electric car production ahduidéde matched by concurrent approval

for the construction and/or upgrades for reliable electric generation facilities to deliver the power needed. We sugpgrt char

electric cars in ofpeak hours.

We urge Congress and the administrationnace policies that will:

5.1. Encourage the states to develop and implement regulations for the handling of abandoned oil and gas production equipm
and pipelines

5.2. Expedite the development of energy resources anywhéhe 1d.S., including the Arctic National Wildlife Refug@uter
Continental Sheland Bakken oil fields

5.3. Increase domestidlaefining capacity by modifying and streamlining permitting requirements and other regulations;

5.4. Diversify geographic locations of oil refineriaad U.S. energy supplies;

5.5. Encourage exploratiomxtraction, pipeline and port facility construction to ensure gas and oil supplies meet demand;

5.6. Require pipelinesarrying hazardous liquid be installed to a minimum depth of 48 inches below the soil sihéeee
applicable

5.7. Reduce the number of boutique feiel

5.8. Increase incentives for the use of clean teahnology in electric power generation

5.9. Stimulate domestic production of oil and gas by reinstating the depletion allowance, eliminating the tax disincentives for
drilling and removing excessive environmental regulations;

5.10.Support further deelopment of nuclear, solar, geothermal,-based, hydroelectrjoil shale, tar sands, wind and other
sources of energy and recommend that special emphasis be given to converting to expanded yseloidiog!
gasification, liquefaction and alcohol production; and

5.11.0rder a thorough economic impact study be completed to demonstrate the true benefits derived from the domestic
production of renewable energy to assist in our nation becomifigugétient in energy production.

We support:

6.1. The goals of 25 x 25 which are: "Agriculture will provide 25 percent of the total energy consumed in the United States by
2025 while continuing to produce abundant, safe and affordableféeatiand fiber;"

6.2. Department of Energy (DOE) developing a grant program for the installation of alternative energg systarms;

6.3. Educational programs and incentitegpromote sound energy conservation renewable energy programs;

6.4. The oil and gas industries' use of hydraulic fracturing in the exploration and recovery process. Hydraulic fracturing should
continue to be regulated by the states, rather than the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); and

6.5. Voluntary energy audit® help evaluate energy use and develop energy strategies for livestock facilities, dairies, nurseries,
and greenhouses.

We oppose:

7.1. The federal mandate banning the sale of incandescent light bulbs;

7.2. Government rationing as a mesaof allocating scarce energy supplies, except in the case of national emergencies. In such
cases, agriculture should receive uninterrupted supplies;

7.3. So-called "divorcement" legislation, at state or national level, which would prevent anyonéjrigclarm cooperatives,
who sells gasoline at wholesale from selling gasoline at retail;

7.4. The U.S. government subsidizing gas exploration in other countries;

7.5. Alternative electrical energy being paid more than the bulk market rate. ushycentracts should be allowed to expire;
and

76. The federal government 6 s Cliredgenerdianwer Pl an t hat address

Crude Oill

8.1. We support a gradual increase in the Strategic PetradRasarve

8.2. We oppose:
8.2.1. Establishing oil prices through legislation; and
8.2.2. Releasing oil from the Strategic Petroleum Resarvenemergency situations.

Natural Gas

9.1. Extensive changes need to be made to laws and procedures governing the review, approval, location and construction of
interstate gas pipelinek particular, we would recommend changes to law that would:
9.1.1. Require governmental agencies to timely notify all landowners who would be affected by a proposed gas pipeline

under their jurisdiction;
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9.1.2. Require gas pipeline operators to provide compensation to landowners for not only all current losses but also all
future losses which may result from condemnations for gas pipeline use, and require operators to pay such
compensation within six months of tHate the landowner loses his or her property interest;

9.1.3. Require a minimum-year restitution period for the tile and compaction disruption on public easement; and

9.1.4. Require gas pipeline operators to drain any area which has become a asttarebult of pipeline construction and
restore such area to its previous condition and productivity.

9.2. We support:

9.2.1. Allowing natural gagompanies to renegotiate taBepay contracts for transmission lines in ordedégrease the
price of such gas;

9.2.2. Continuing the Surface Transportation Bdsurle in overseeing pipeline rates;

9.2.3. Revising the Federal Power Act (FPA) ahd Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986 so the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commissiois supported by general revenue funds rather than pipeline fees;

9.2.4. Incentivizing the use of natural gawsagriculture, transportation, and electrical generation;

9.2.5. Methanolproduction from natural géer fuel use; and

9.2.6. Odorization of natural ga&r components when being transported so that leaks can be safely detected.

10. Renewable Energy
10.1.All tax incentives for domestic renewable energy production should be calculatetbon@d Btu/kwh equivalent
measurement basis, without regard to the materials methods or sources used to produce the energy.
10.2.We support:

10.2.1.Incentive programs and initiatives that will increase the use of, and facilitalecdd ownership of all renewable
energy sources;

10.2.2.Incentives for renewable energy systems in rural areas as long as it does not restrict agricultural production;

10.2.3.The ownership of metharses separate from other energy resources; and

10.2.4.Increased funding for the AGSTAR (methgremotion) program.

11. Solar Energy
11.1.We support:

11.1.1.Solar energy generatonas@ mponent of the nationdés energy portfo

11.1.2.Establishment of state standards for commercial solar energy conversion systems that protect privategirtsperty
and allow for reasonable development of projects;

11.1.3.Ensuring adequate funds are in place for decommissioning;

11.1.4. Allowing landowners the option of terminating a solar leageement if solar panels fail to produce energy for a
period longer than 12 consecutive months; and

11.1.5.Efforts to locate solar energy projects on marginal or underused lands.

11.2 We oppose giving public utility status to solaeegy or solar energy development companies.

403 / Mineral Development

1. We support restoration of those concepts of the 1872 mining law that guarantee the rights and frpeakpecibrs and miners.
2. We support legislation:
2.1. That clearly states that ownership of all rights not specifically reserved by the U.S. government by Homestead or any othe
land transfer acts rest with the fee title owner;
2.2. That reverses the Supreme Court decision classifying gravel minerasubject to reservation;
2.3. That ensures that property owners and tenants are fully compensated for all property and environmental damages, includ
crop and pasture losses, caused by mir@graftations on their properties;
2.4. That clarifies that water released from a quarry site must be demonstrated to contain pollutants before the quarry operato!
should be required to obtaimational pollution discharge elimination system (NPDES) permit;
2.5. To fund the Rural Abandoned Mifrogram and Abandoned Mishé.ands programs, based upthe Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977; and
2.6. To amend the Mining Lands Reclamation Act to ensure landowners have rights regarding the reclamation of our land.
3. We support rules and regulations that:
3.1. Allow our nation to use our abundant supply of doahchieve energy independence;
3.2. Require the reclamation of all mined lands, including disrupted underground and surfacénalatting research on
backfill to reduce tha subsidence caused by longwall mining
3.3. Treat surface owners fairly by requiring landowner consent in energy recovery colapdowner negotiations;
3.4. Encourage states toddop their own reclamation standards, which could exceed federal standards in order to protect the
local environment;
3.5. Allow construction of ditches following reclamation to be done in a direct route to accommodate agricultural practices;
3.6. Curtail unnecessary bureaucratic administrative delays in the processing of leases;
3.7. Require the federal government to release the entire amount collected in fees from mining operations for the reclamation
abandoned mes;
3.8. Amend the compliance levels for ground vibrations and air blasting associated with mining and construction operations.
These compliance levels sholld set at a reasonable level to protect property owners;
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3.9. Eliminate uneconomic and unreasonable requirements to returmstrol land to its original contour when such
restoration will not return it to its most productive level;
3.10.Amend the 11 federal surface mining regulations imposed in order to allow land use changes-fmimmgréo post
mining, to provide an agricultural land use category, which would include agricultural crops such as grain, hay, pasture an
timberin one group. However, such federal regulations should not preempt state reclamation regulations; and
3.11.Allow frac sand miningand develop regulations based on sound science
4. We oppose government regulations that result in the closure anooes

404 /| Renewable Fuels

1. We support:
1.1. Full research andevelopment for the increased production of all forms of renewable energy from agricultural resources
including solutions to help producers effectively manage soil and water conservation issues and control invasive species;
1.2. Private and public efirts to develop and promote new uses for agricultural products;
1.3. Research into the viability and economic potential of agricultural products and commodities used for energy generation;
1.4. Production and use of agricultural based fuels;
1.5. Research and demonstration programs that use renewable fuel as a fuel for fuel cell engine development;
1.6. The Renewable Fuels Standard 2 (RFS2) as passed in the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007; and
1.7. The availability of multigrade norethanol gasoline for small engine, marine and boutique uses, and all agricultural uses.
2. Biofuels
2.1. We support:
2.1.1. The establishment and enforcement of national quality standards for biodiesel, renewable fuel arabrelated
products Biodiesel shall be defined by meeting the specifications of the American Society of Testing and Materials
(ASTM) 6751 or its properly designated successor;
2.1.2. Diesel to be a biodiesel blend and gasoline be an arievfuel blend;
2.1.3. Efforts to educate consumers and industry on the benefits of biémels higher than ten percent;
2.1.4. Legislation requiring the production of clear gasoline that would accommodateoyeal blendingvith ethanol in
all fuels;
2.1.5. Research for the development of alternative denataiigns, in an attempt to make the denatudhgenewable
fuel more economical;
2.1.6. Including biodiesel irall the Department of Energy's (DOE) policies and materials regarding alternative and
renewable fuels;
2.1.7. Regulatory approval and use of higher ethanol blends inddtdne fuels to help automobile manufacturers meet
fuel efficiency standards;
2.1.8. Standardization of all new gasoline dispensers to be Underwriters Laboratories (UL) certified for a minim2® of E
2.1.9. U.S. Department of Defense (DOD) adoption and use of renewable fuels; and
2.1.10.Efforts to expand the use of renewable fuetommercial aviation, maritime, and other lakgdume users.
2.2. We oppose attempts to defund, repeal or rollback implementation of the RFS2.
3. Biomass
3.1. We support:
3.1.1. Defining biomasgo include all forms of plant fiber harvested from all lands, public and private;
3.1.2. Harvesting of lowland and riparian areas for biomassexcept lands enrolled in retirempragrams;
3.1.3. Increasing the establishment, production and utilization of eligible bioemesgy crops through the BiomaSsop
Assistance Program (BCAP); and
3.1.4. Retaining and developing policies which support the biorhess industry.
3.2. We oppose declaring any potential biomeasp ineligible for use in any biomassaergy incentive program simply because
it is nonnative.
4. Co-products
4.1. We support:
4.1.1. Continued research and education into ruminant anerunmimant feed utilization of renewable fuel-products
4.1.2. Renewable fuel producers be encouraged and offered incentives to use recycled efflugmbdiated by local
municipal wastewater treatment facilities in the production proeess;
4.1.3. Adding price reporting for corn and its-pooducts including dry distillers grains (DDGSs), to the U.S. Census Bureau
Current Industrial Reports as well as to the Bureau's domestic and international market reports.
5. Emissions
5.1. We support:
5.1.1. Oxygenate standards unless there are enhancements of laws and regulatibasKsliding) that preserve the
improvements in air qualitthat renewable fuel provides as a fuel;
5.1.2. Promoting, using and expanding renewable fuel as an octane or cetane enhancer, fuel source, or lubricity agent to
improve air quality Our goal is to expand the userenewable fuels;
5.1.3. Continuing tests on E diesel to prove the viability of an ethanol additive to lower the particulates in diesel engine
emissions



5.1.4. Amending the Clean Air Adb hold states harmless for emission levels resulting from emergency waivers granted by
EPA;
5.1.5. Designating the cost of purchasing biodiesel as an allowable expense in the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
program;
5.1.6. Changing tests for lowulfur fuel to be based on levels of sulfur rather than testing for red dye;
5.1.7. Using biodiesel to meet up to 100 percent of an affected utility or government fleet emission reduction requirements
under the Engy Policy Act of 1992; and
5.1.8. Accommodation issues surrounding Reid Vapor Pressure to ensure ethanol volumes can continue to expand.
5.2. We are opposed to states being exempt from the oxygenate requirements of the Clean Air Act
Engines and Vehicles
6.1. We support:
6.1.1. Research for better performing engines that run on renewable fuels;
6.1.2. Legislation to require all new gasolip@wered vehicles be flefuel;
6.1.3. Industry standards that would require all vehicles capable of burning E&6 fuelequipped with a yellow gas cap to
distinguish this capability; and
6.1.4. Using renewable fuels in all federal vehicles wherailable.
Incentives, Tariffs and Taxes
7.1. We supporta continuation of the biodiesel and cellulosic ethanol producers exciseethits, as well as federal incentives
for gas stations to install blender pusrfpr ethanol distribution infrastructure until such timerasket conditions warrant
their phase out.
Infrastructure
8.1. We support:
8.1.1. Timely certification by UL of dispensing equipment for all readle fuel products, including all storage tanks and
pumping equipment;
8.1.2. All diesel engine manufacturers adopting biodiesel as an alternative for complying with EPA emission control
standards;
8.1.3. Streamlining and expediting the process feuiag permits for the construction and operation of refindoiethe
production of renewable fuels and cgakification;
8.1.4. Distributing renewable fuels via pipelinesother cost effective means;
8.1.5. Color coding fuel pumps to indicate blends of liquid energy; and
8.1.6. Reporting and publishing of renewable fuel production and renewable fuel plant construction on a timely basis by ar
entity such as the DOE.

FISCAL / GENERAL ECONOMY

415 / Agricultural Credit

1.

9C

Producers need a variety of credit sources at the lowest possible interest rates. While competition in farm creditimtrkets is
best, long term interests of agriculture, we encourage commercial, famksarm Credit System (the System) and other lenders
to seek out opportunities to cooperate in meeting the financing needs of farmers.

We support the following principles:

2.1. Individuals or institutions that hold mortgages or instrumerdaswould normally require a certificate of release in order
that a clear title may be presented, shall upon maturity or other satisfaction of said instruments, file a certifieateadhrel
the local government entity of affected property at their gpevithin 30 days;

2.2. Lenders should not be permitted to retain minet&rests when disposing of real property;

2.3. Federal small business grants should not exclude beginning farmers and ranchers and entrepreneurs eitiployeey.
Grants should be awarded based on the character of the applicant and the merit of business and financial plans submittec

2.4. Adequate incentives should be available for beginning farmers to access capital, should not be based omoadg: led s
indexed to reflect current asset values;

2.5. The VA loan program should be expanded to allow vetei@apsrchase farmland,;

2.6. Small business government guaranteed loans should be available and promoteddibizé&hS;

2.7. Federal banking regulators should establish sounebdaskd capital requirements that continue in times of economic
downturns;

2.8. Prospective borrowers should be protected from undue pressure to pimshagece from institutions lending them
money; and

2.9. A simplified approval process with clearly defined guidelines and reasonable time restraints for Farm Servicamdyency
Small Business Administration losa.

Farm Service AgencyFSA)

3.1. We support:

3.1.1. Requiring FSA loans be secured by adequate collateral and reasonable repayment capacity;

3.1.2. The loan process shioube streamlined, to allow producers and lenders to implement or change management plans;
3.1.3. FSA expediting loan processing to allow farmers ample time to make planting decisions;

3.1.4. Arequirement that FSA ensure clipping arakious weed control is performed on acquired property;



3.1.5. The FSA providing adequate levels and terms of credit;

3.1.6. Areview and recommendations of appropriate FSA agency policy on loan term limits, loan sizénlieni#st rate
subsidies and performance audits of FSA lending branches;

3.1.7. Extending the lowinterest loan program for storage facilities to livestock forage crop storage structures, and also
include controlled atmosphere structures;

3.1.8. A requirement that FSAcquired property be offered first to qualified FSA young farmers and ranchers;

3.1.9. FSA farm labohousing loans;

3.1.10.Easements or FSA inventoried lands remaining with F3#erahan allowing for transfer to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service or state agencies;

3.1.11.A much broader definition of efarm income;

3.1.12.Horse boardingperations being covered under the FSA program

3.1.13.Increasing FSA farm loans for grain and forage storage and grain handling equipment for farmers and landowners;

3.1.14.Flexible cash rent agreemsriie treated as a standard cash rent agredondf8A purposes and payments with the
producer receiving 100 percent of those payments;

3.1.15.Increased caps on and funding available for FSA loans to beginning farmers;

3.1.16.Eliminating minimum yearsfdarming participation for beginning farmer loan programs;

3.1.17.Changes to regulation so that FSA cannot require recipients of gas or oil royalties to apply 100 percent of the
proceeds from royalties to loan principal when the creditor llasradirect or guaranteed loans; and

3.1.18.USDA6 s Far m S e havingamropigtiens avgilable to all approved loans within 90 days.

4., Commercial Banks

4.1.

4.2

We support:

4.1.1. Regulators striking a balance between banking capital requirements which preclude lending to qualified farmers anc
making sure that fimancing for agriculture does not repeat mistakes on credit worthiness;

4.1.2. Easing Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (F2@mmunity Bank regulations in order to stabilize real estate
values and energize small business;

4.1.3. Requiring only those uniform commercial code forms signed at the time of closing be recorded as legal documents;

4.1.4. Requiring lending institutions to notify borrowers when uniform commercial code liens are renewed;

415.Changes to the banking |l aws to ensure that -albofieerimé.st r
The government should only prosecute depositors who have committed other felonies using a structured deposit
scheme; and

416.Defendants charged with Astructuringo should be aff

We oppose:

4.2.1. Regulations that are restrictive, inflexible and damage farmers' and ranchers' ability to obkaiepaadequate
financing;

4.2.2. Any federal or state banking transaction tax or fee; and
4.2.3. Financially responsible institutions should not be penalized for the excessive risk taken by other institutions.

5. Farm Credit System

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

Preservation of the System is in the léegn best interest of U.S. agriculture. The System should remain a fawned,

federally chartered system of banks and associations. We support efforts to make patronage adlodatasis

distributions a higher priority than building capital reserves.

We support:

5.2.1. Lending primarily to farmers, agricultural cooperatives and agribusiness

5.2.2. Full disclosure of fiancial condition;

5.2.3. Removal of the statutory exit provision from the Farm Credit Act;

5.2.4. Retention of regulatory authority by the Farm Credit Administration (FCA) and oppose the regulation of the System
by the U.S. Treasury &artment or any other regulatory authority;

5.2.5. FCA examination of regulatory burdens and capital requirements to ensure System institutions can be competitive;

5.2.6. The 1938 Memorandum of Understanding between the Systethafarest Service allowing grazing permits to be
used as loan collateral;

5.2.7. Farmers and ranchers serving on the boards of directors of System institutions and are opposed to their replaceme!
on the boards by commercial bankers;

5.2.8. The System expanding its authority to allow rural lending which meets the changing production and marketing need
of agriculture;

529.The need to modernize and expand the Syst ¢hemdcompatd i | i
and thrive in the emerging global market;

5.2.10.The population limit for rural home loabging increased; and

5.2.11.Medical liabilities not being listed as a deroggton a credit report.

We oppose allowing commercial bartkshave access to money procured by virtue of the System's agency status.

6. Farmer Mac

6.1.

We support:
6.1.1. Farmer Maas a viable source of farm credit; and
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6.1.2. Legislation that would provide agriculture producers a priority lien on dingstock and other agricultural products
that are sold to brokers, processors, accumulators and end users.
Aggie Bonds
7.1. We support:
7.1.1. The Tax Exempt AgriculturdBond f or Begi nning Farmers or fAAggie Bo
farmers and ranchers with purchases of farmland, breeding stock and farm improvements; and
71.2.Changing the word fAmedi an previously dwaed ecal astae to make mdrehbeginging f i
farmers eligible for the Aggie Bond program.
Small Business Administration
8.1. We support:
8.1.1. The Small Business Administration (SBA) partnering with comiaetenders as another provider of guarantees for
agricultural loans; and
8.1.2. Continued funding for SBA programs.

416 / Bonding and Bankruptcy

1.

The licensing and bondinggulations of the Federal Warehouse #lobuld be strengthened to protect farmers in the storage of
agricultural products by increasing bondiegjuirements from $500,000 to $1,000,000. Federal licensing of warehouses shall not
preempt state license requirements and regylaathority, including but not limited to examinations, audits, scale inspections
and indemnity fund collections.

Bankruptcy laws and regulations should be governed by the following principles:

2.1. Farmers who have delivered commodities treofproducts to a purchaser that subsequently files for bankruptcy without
paying for those commodities or other products, should have first claim on the commodity inventory and all assets of that
purchaser;

2.2. Dealers or brokers of agricultural prazts not regulated by the Packers and Stockyards Act or a federal marketing order
should be bonded;

2.3. A federal guarantee fund to pay producers for losses suffered for nonpayment for commaodities should not be established
unless first approved by aqulucer referendum

2.4. Bankruptcy laws should provide more severe penalties for people who fraudulently declare bankruptcy and should require
period of 10 years between bankruptcy filings; and

2.5. Commission merchants, dealers and brokers, who are insolvent, in receivership, in trusteeship or in bankruptcy, must
provide written notice of the bankruptcy to growers and suppliers for agricultural commaodities before the commodity is
purchasedr put under contract.

417 /Credit Card Transactions

1.

We support legislation at the federal level that exempts farms from interstate commerce, pertaneiig ¢card sales.

418 / Fiscal Policy

1.

2.

as
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In order to protect the future integrity of our nation's economy it is in our best interest to address budgetdédiciesode our
ability to remain fiscally stable. We support a Constitutional amendment requiring a balanced federal budget.

We support the concept of sequestratisra possible tool to achieve a balanced budtgtever, we believe no programs should
be exempt from cuts.

We believe Congress should retain control of the nationaladethlineated in Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitutiod that the
debt ceilingshould only be increased by a ttfords vote of both the House and Senate.

All of our elected Representatives should be involved directly in any debt debate, and the debate should de dydch iforum.
Government economic policies should be designed to encourage economic stability, to increase productivity, to improve our
competitive advantage in the international market and to promote a high level of economic prosperity.

The definition of "spending cut" should be an actual reduction in dollars spent and the definition of "budget cut" should be
actual reduction in dollars budgeted.

The federal deficit should be reduced each year. Social Sedvgdicare/ Medicaid tax policy and government spending all
require adjustments to achieve a balanced bu&geinding restraint should beqgitized over increasing taxes.

Federal expenditures on government services and entitlements must be reduced. All departments of the government should be
examined for cuts in spending, including eo§living adjustments.

We believe:

9.1. In open disclosure of government spending at all levels;

9.2. All government agencies should be required to return unspent money to the Department of the Treasury without a penalty
9.3. Agencies and programs that are not reauthorizeddmgress should not be funded;

9.4. All new federal programs should sunset;

9.5. Dedicated trust funds should be used for their intended purpose and not be used to mask the size of the federal deficit;
9.6. Federal budget surpluses should bedu® reduce the federal debt;



10.

11.

12.

9.7. Any tax increases should be used to balance the budget and should sunset once this goal is accomplished. Tax increases
should not be utilized to create an opportunity to spend money on new programs;

9.8. The ecoomic benefits of proposed tax codeanges should be recognized and dynamic scoring should be used to
determine their impact on federal revenue; and

9.9. Federal mandatdse state and local governments and agricultural producers must provide complete and continuous funding
or be eliminated.

We support the reinstatement of the Gl&ssagall Acthat would limit activities and affiliations between commercial barié

security firms.

We oppose:

11.1.Awarding federal monies to citizen action greup

11.2.Federal funding for the National Endowment for the Arts;

11.3.Withholding funds to force compliance with federal programs;

11.4.The federal government bailing out states and cities that amainciial trouble; and

11.5.Changing the budget status of programs to mask federal spending or taxation

The Federal Reserve

12.1.The Federal Reserve Systshould be audited annually and the results of the audit should be made public in a timely
manner. The Reserve should have an independent board of governors with production agricultureecepreenBoard;
and

12.2.We oppose the Federal Reserve buying up United States government debt.

419 / Foreign Investment

1.

2.

Foreign investmerinh U.S. assetssia concern. The impact of foreign investmeardgriculture, bankingnsuranceand other
business institutions in the United States should be monitored.

Foreign ownership of utility companies and natural resource businesses, including agricultural land, should be lingitdmo les
a controlling interest. We oppose preferential treatment of foreign investinesqgriculture ash insist that foreign investors be
required to conform to the same tax laws, import and expgutiations as American producers.

420 / Governmental Ownership of Property

1.

Governmenbwned enterprises which compete with private enterprise and goveromeet properties which are not available
for public use should be required to bear their equitable share of the cost of services provided by otireegtatentities
through payments in lieu of taxes. Those governrmemted enterprises that could be privatized should be sold to the private
sector as a means of providing more efficient service and cost reduction. Property owned by the U.S. govetmodonger
used for the purpose it was intended when acquired (especially if acquired through eminent sfoooédrbe returned to the
private sector as tax generating property for counties and statestifihal@mwner should be offered first right of refusal.

The General Services Administration (GSA) has established revisedlerasads for all Farm Service Agen&SA) offices.
Congress should require GSA to work with local counties to set reasonable standards for FSA and other related offices.

421 / Monopoly

1.
2.

Monopolypower is a threat to our competitive enterprise system and the individual freedom of every American.

Consolidation and the subsequent concentratititin the U.S. agricultural sector is having adverse economic impacts on

farmers and ranchers. Congress should review existing statutes, develop legislation where necessary and strengthen enforcen

activities to ensure proposed agribusin@aesgersand vertical integrabin arrangements do not hamper producers' access to

inputs, markets, and transportation.

We recommend the federal government look into the monopolistic practices of importers and domestic companies formulating

fertilizer and nitrogen products.

The following changes should be made to further protect the sellers of commodities fraonametitive behavior:

4.1. Department of Justice (DOJ) should ensure that proposed cooperativevantidal integratiorarrangements continue to
maintain independent producers' access to markets;

4.2. USDA should be given authority to review and provide recommendations to DOJ on agribosngsssand acquisitions;

4.3. USDA should be empowered to investigate mergesasolidation or concentratiaf agricultural input suppliet
processors and retailers for antitrust or-a@otinpetitive activities;

4.4. DOJ should investigate competitive markets and price discovery when purchasers of agricultural products and providers c
resources to agricultural producers se@b percent (or greater) share of its markets;

4.5. DOJ should have broader regulatory authority to include regulation eé@mpetitive monopsonistizusiness behavior to
protect agricultural producers as well as eaoners;

4.6. Producers impacted by unfair marketing practices should be compensated when harmed by monopolistic practice;

4.7. USDA and DOJ should jointly provide clarification of farmer cooperatisights to encourage the development of
cooperativesnd producer bargainirgssociations

4.8. USDA oversight of the Packeend Stockyards Act should be enhanced. Specifically, GnapectionPackersand
Stockyard Administration (GIPSA) investigations need to include more legal expertise within ti&&hance their anti
competitive analysis on mergers
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4.9. DOJ, GIPSA and other appropriate agencies shiomestigate any antiompetitive implications agribusinesgrgers
and/or acquisitions may cause. These investigations should consider regional monopolistic powers and abuses; and
4.10.Individuals and companies who attempt to control commaodity prices and agricultural production in violation of antitrust anc
monopolylaws should be swiftly prosecuted.
The continued usend expansion of production contraistappropriate as long as producers have equal input in the process of
negotiating the contract and companies owning critical genetics do not obtain too mkehpuower.
We oppose nogompete clauses between equipment dealerships which do not allow competitive pricing between regions, thus
creating a monopolin the equipment market.

422 | World Bank and International Monetary Fund

1. We support:
1.1. A congressional review of the charter for the World Bam#letermine if it is operating according to its original purpose of
aiding e&onomic development and reconstruction and in keeping with sound bamkitiges;
1.2. A thorough congressional evaluation of the U.S. contribution to the capital stock of the WorldiBaakphasis on
taxpayer costs and effects on world poverty;
1.3. World Bankloans consistent with interest rates that are internationally competitive so that the borrowers are not insulated
from world markets for capital;
1.4. Arestructuring of loans to assure repayment of loans made by the International MonetafywiR)ndnd
1.5. The charter for IMF operating according to its original purpose of ensuring international liquidityciuachge rate
convertibility to facilitate world trade and capital flows.
2. We oppose World Banlbans to countries that would subsidize products for expattare in direct congtition with the United
States or that are in surplus.
TAXES
435 / Federal Estate and Gift Taxes
1. We support permanent repeal of federal estate taxes. Until permanent repeal is achieved, trenestenfttibe increased and
indexed to inflationIf the exemption is lowered, agricultural land and capital assets should be excluded from estate taxes
valuation, as long as they remain in production agriculture.
2. We support:
2.1. Full unlimited steppedp basis at death must be included in any estate tax reform
2.2. The delay of any capital gains tkability with inherited property until the asset is sold by the heirs;
2.3. The portability of the exemption between spouses;
2.4. The annual federal gift teexemption being increased and indexed for inflgtion
2.5. Farmland owners having the option of using market value or current use value to determine land value for tax estate
purposes and there should be no limit to the amount that property value can bd tedatflect its actual use; and
2.6. Allowing valuation discounts for businesses.
3. We oppose:

3.1. Unreasonable and unfair IRS estate tax audits;

3.2. Estate tax audits that rely solely on an IRSrigeopinion on the value of the agricultural estate but should rather be based
on the opinions of licensed appraisers with agricultural experience;

3.3. IRS special consensual liens on property or a surety bond that are designed to grateamtetst of the government
installment payments as allowed by section 6166 of the Internal Revenue Code. These liens inhibit the ability of farmers o
ranchers to continue to borrow capital to run their businesses; and

3.4. The sale of agridtural land preservation, environmental easements on farm estates and timbering of farmland triggering a
recapture taxluring the 1@year agricultural use period.

436 / Sales, Fuel and Excise Taxes

1
2.
3.
4

Nowu
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Under the current tax system, sales tastexuld be reserved to state and local governments.

We support allowinghe collection of sales taxes internetsales of consumer goods by -aiistate sellers.

Federal excise taxes should be limited to nonessentials and only be used to generate revenue for dedicatedfusds.and/or

Revenue from road fuel taxsbould be dedicated to the Highway Trust Ftorchighway construction and maintenance and not

used for norhighway uses.

Taxes on aircraft fusl should be used to improve aviation systems.

We support offering a reduced excise tax rate for small distilleries similar to the rate structure for breweries.

We believe:

7.1. Fines for nonfarm use of teexempt dyed diesel fushould be commensurate with the revenue lost from highway use
taxes;

7.2. Trucks mounted with farm equipment and/or farm trucks exempt from state vehicle registrédion aechineryshould
be allowed to use tagxempt diesel fuebnd

7.3. Electric and alternative fuel vehicles should pay state and federal road taxes.



8. We oppose:

8.1. Farm licensed vehicles hag to file Form 2290, Heavy Highway Vehicle Use Tax;
8.2. The sale of untaxed items by merchants on tribal land;

8.3. Increases in the special occupational tax on wineries;

8.4. A windfall profits taxon oil, gas and renewable energy;

8.5. Pretaxationof off road fuel and user fedsr turbinepowered agricultural aircraft; and
8.6. Any new or increased eise taxes.

9. Excise taxes should not be paid on:

9.1.1. Aircraft fuel used for agricultural purposes such as crop dusting
9.1.2. Used trucks that have been further manufactured,;

9.1.3. Commodity futures or optiortsansactions;

9.1.4. Email or other private package or courier service;

9.1.5. Any bank transaction asther financial transaction;

9.1.6. Biofuels and agricultural commodities; and

9.1.7. Non-highway farm diesel.

10. The full federal excise tax should not be charged on agricultural trailers.

437 /Social Security

1. Action should be taken to preserve the integrity of Social Sedoritetirees and workers paying into the system.
2. We support:

3.

2.1. Raising the normal retirement age as life exgecy increases and indexing to longevity;

2.2. Giving all Americans a choice of retirement systems, government or private, which operate under the same deposit
percentages and withdrawal age rules as social security

2.3. Allowing taxpayers to invest a portion of their social secugies into personal retirement accouhts are owned by the
individual and are transferable at death without affecting benefitufoent or future recipients;

2.4. Removing the age 70 cap on actuarially neutral increases in Social Sbeuegfits and allowing the actuarially neutral
increases to accrue to age 114;

2.5. Employers and employees sharing equally in the payment of Social S¢axes;

2.6. Continuing the separate payroll deduction for Federal Insurance Contributions Act (FICA) taxes so that it is clearly
identfiable;

2.7. Placing collected social securiigxes in a restricted interdsearing fund to be used only for social secypitygrams;

2.8. Excludingtax exempt income from the formula that determines the taxation of Social Séeumitijts;

2.9. Returning any income tecollected on Social Securitenefits to the Social Securityust Fund,;

2.10.Basing benefits upon an individual's contributions to the system;

2.11.Basing adjustments in Social Secutignefits on the annual decrease or increase in average wage;

2.12.The spouse or family of a deceased person being able to keep the social pagorémt for the month the person dies;

2.13.Repealing the Government Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination Provision;

2.14.Including both private and publgector workers, and members of Congress, in Social Security

2.15.Every individual having the right to participate in pension plans in addition to Social Sgecurity

2.16.Educating workers that Social Secullitgnefits are not intended to satisfy all retirement income needs;

2.17.A cap on Social Securityenefits be instituted to match the current limit to contributions; and

2.18.Reinstaement of the full federal tax deduction of Social Secuaitgt Medicareontributions.

We oppose:

3.1. Anincrease in Social Securitgxes;

3.2. Exempting low income tgayers from paying Social Securigxes;

3.3. The earned income restriction;

3.4. Means testing;

3.5. SocialSecuritypayments to illegal aliensr to prison inmates who have no dependents; and

3.6. The taxation of Social Securibenefits.

438 [ Tax Reform

1.
2.

3.

We support replacing the current federal income tax system with a fair and equitable tax system.
The new tax codshould @courage, not penalize, success and encourage savings, investment and entrepreneurship. It should b
transparent, simple and require a minimum of personal information.
Any replacement tax system should:
3.1. Be fair toagricultural producers;
3.2. Be implemented simultaneously with the elimination of all payroll taxesesghloyment taxes, the alternative minimum
tax, the capital gains tavestate taand personal and corporate income taxes;
3.3. Be revenue neutral;
3.4. Prevent the federal government from levying an inctame
3.5. Be based on net, not gross, income;



3.6. Not tax busines$o-business transactions or services except for final consumption; and
3.7. Require a twethirds majority to impose new taxes, or to increase tasrat

439 / Taxation
1. Tax policy should be designed to encourage private initiative, domestic economic growth, equity and simplicity.
2. We support:
2.1. Income tax indexing;
2.2. Reductons in all tax rates;
2.3. Confidentiality of federal income tax returns;
2.4. Creating pretax savings accounts as a risk management tool for farmers and ranchers including deferment of self
employment taxes;
2.5. Allowing farmers and ranchets average income over a fiyear period and allowing shabased rental income to be
eligible for income averaging
2.6. IRS regulatory reforms that allow profits to be averaged over the same number of years as lodatedgalcu
2.7. Elimination of the Alternative Minimum TagAMT). Until repealed, the threshold and deductions allowed should be
increased;
2.8. The same depreciation schedules for inctemes and the AMT;
2.9. Elimination of the imputed interest rate;
2.10.Reinstatement of investment tax credit
2.11.Elimination of income tax on government grants;
2.12.Seized real property being returned te thx rolls as soon as possible;
2.13.Taxing forprofit businesses operated by-&xempt organizations;
2.14.Tax credits for small business;
2.15.Treatment of replacement hedges (i.e. exchanging cash positions with a futures contractamsincdime or loss;
2.16.Eliminating income tax on reduced quota payments and state master settlement payments;
2.17.Allowing corporations to deduct earnings distributed to stockholders as dividends;
2.18.Tax incentives, such as exemptionsl@@mn forgiveness programs, to encourage medical professionals and large animal
veterinary practitionerto practice in rural areas;
2.19.Income tax assessments and income tax refunds having the same statute afmgnitati
2.20.Retaining section 199 or a similar domestic production deduction in the taxacwte
2.21.Requiring the Internal Revenue Serv{itRS) to notify each tasxexempt organization dfs tax filing responsibilities.
3. We oppose:
3.1. Taxing interest income as it accrues;
3.2. The use of agricultural land as a letegm, tax sheltered investment by pension and psbfiring funds;
3.3. Taxing the cash value buildump life insurance
3.4. Avalueadded tax;
3.5. Earned income credits for dependents who are not citizens and who do not live in the United States;
3.6. IRS' Taxpayer Compliance Measurement Program (TCMP);
3.7. Taxinghealth insurancpremiums to fund health coverage for those who do not have insurance;
3.8. Retroactive taxatign
3.9. Taxation by tribal governments of ne@mrolled people within reservatitmoundaries without representation;
3.10.Taxation on the Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment program (VMLRP); and
3.11.Form 1099 reporting requirements for veterinagarvices.
4. Sel-Employment Taxes
4.1. We support
4.1.1. Classifying Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) payments as rental income not subject to Sociale&ecurity
4.1.2. Allowing self-employment tax liability to be calculated by averaging-eeiployment income and loss&milar to
income tax averaging;
4.1.3. Exempting rental income from land rented to the owner's faflaity corporation, Limited Liability Company (LLC)
or partnership from the sedfmployment tax; and
4.1.4. Cutting the selemploymentax so that it equals the employee's share of employment taxes.
5. Capital Gains Tax
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5.1. We oppose any tax on capital gains. Until the capital gainis t@pealed, we support:

5.1.1. Cutting the tax rate on capital gains;

5.1.2. Indexing capital gains to inflation;

5.1.3. An exclusion for the sale of agricultural land that remains in production;

5.1.4. An exclusion for payments for farm land preservation easements and develoigimsnt

5.1.5. An exclusion for the transfer of a business, including farms, between parent and children;

5.1.6. Allowing a taxpayer to defer taxes from the sale of property and machinery by investing the proceeds into a
retirement account with taxelsie at withdrawal;

5.1.7. Eliminating the $3,000 limit on capital lossesd

5.1.8. An exclusion for land taken through threat of/or by eminent domain



6. Depreciation, Expensing and Deductions

6.1.

We support:

6.1.1. A tax deduction of fair market valder agriculture products donated to charity;

6.1.2. Making permanent the deduction of expenses under Section 179 Small Business Expensing and indexingtthe amot
for inflation;

6.1.3. Annual expensing of preproduction expenditures;

6.1.4. Treating costs incurred for major equipment repairs as an expense rather than a capital improvement;

6.1.5. Accelerated depreciation using the same methods availabbefamrm businesses;

6.1.6. Allowing water storage reservoirs built for irrigation and the cost of land leveling for water conservation to be
depreciated over a fowyear period,;

6.1.7. Reforestatiortosts being treated as an exgeim the year they are incurred;

6.1.8. Raising the cap on the tax credit and shortening the amortization period for the cost for replanting of trees;

6.1.9. A deduction for a portion of the home telephdileused in the farm bus@ss;

6.1.10.A deduction for all state and local taxes;

6.1.11.Keeping a deduction for charitable contributions;

6.1.12.A full year's depreciation for capital purchases made during the year;

6.1.13. A deduction for interest and depreciation when essalt of a divorce, farm assets must be purchased by the spouse
remaining with the farm;

6.1.14.Written business employment agreements being accepted as proof of a valid employer/employee relationship with
family members;

6.1.15.The continuation of the thregear depreciation schedule for race harsesWe bel i eve the term
means when the horse begins training;

6.1.16.A deduction for business interest expense;

6.1.17.Allowing use of depreciation of assets as a deduction for businesses; and

6.1.18.Making bonus depreciation permanent.

7. Environmental Tax Issues

9.

7.1,

7.2.

We support:

7.1.1. Tax incentives that encourage farmers and ranchers to safeguardnulamtimal species, conserve our natural
resources and improve the quality of our air and water;

7.1.2. A deduction for the full and fair value of a donated conservation easemgutchased development hig

7.1.3. A revision to the federal tax code that a conservation easemwith a limited time (less than 99 years) is eligible
for tax incetives;

7.1.4. The same installment sales reporting for landowners who donate a term easethese who donate a permanent
easement

7.1.5. Federal tax revenue received from the sale of development rightsrbgiitted to the state of origin for farmland
protection prograist

7.1.6. Exempting cost share benefits received from government mandated or government sponsored conservation practic

7.1.7. Tax incentives for wingpowerand renewable fuels that remain in place for at least ten years;

7.1.8. Taxation of the WetlandBeserve Program (WRP) payments to be treated as ordinary income or capital gains at the
discretion of théandowner; and

7.1.9. Energysavings credits for homeowners who utilize bionthssmal energy

We oppose carbon emissicglated axes or fees on horsepower of vehicles and equipment used for agricultural production.

Financial Distress Tax Relief

8.1.
8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

We support casuakipss tax treatment for timber destroyed by insects, diseases or natural disasters.

We support an exclusion from capital gainsetafor forced asset sales due to disasters, bankrupsoyvency or serious

financial stresscondemnatiorand indemnification

We support an income tax exclusion for:

8.3.1. Proceeds from the sale of forced livestock sales due to disaster or condeiprmatided replacement livestock is
purchased in the next 10 years; and

8.3.2. Federal farm payments related to weattisaster, reduced quota payments and state masiiensnt payments.

We support deferring recognition of income for:

8.4.1. Two years for proceeds from a forced livestock sale caused by government reduced grazing periods or permits;

8.4.2. Up to ten years foproceeds from forced liquidations due to disaster or eminent dparain

8.4.3. One year for crop insurance indemnity payments.

We oppose:

8.5.1. The recapture of investment tax creatit agricultural property owned by a farmer who is declared to be insolvent;
and

8.5.2. Levying income taxes on taxpayevho are declared insolvent and sell property for less than the loan amount.

Taxes on Savings

9.1.

We support:
9.1.1. Increasing the maximum allowance on individual IRAs and tax deferred retirement plans to $i@8ea for
inflation;



9.1.2. Eliminating the adjusted gross income limitation for deductible Individual Retirement Account contributions;

9.1.3. Changing the Simplified Employee Pensimdividual Retirement Account contributignles to allow employees to
work up to 210 days and make up to $10,000 before they must be included in the same percentage of income as th
owner contributes;

9.1.4. Eliminating income taxes on the first $1,000 of interest income from savingards of individuals;

9.1.5. Eliminating mandatory distribution from IRAs and other retirement plans; and

9.1.6. Allowing penalty free transfers from IRAs to health savings acsount

10. Taxes on the Transfer of Property
10.1.We support:

10.1.1.Allowing farmers the unlimited deferral of taxes when exchanging farm property for farm property (Section 1031
exchanges);

10.1.2.Changing lile-kind exchange rules so that the time allowed to identify exchange property is increased from 45 days
to six months and, the time allowed to close on and receive property is increased from six months to one year;

10.1.3.Tax incentives for perss who sell or leadand, facilities, machinery, livestock or other assets to beginning
farmess, and additional tax incentives for reduced rents; and

10.1.4.Installment sale reporting for all gains from the sale or exchange of farm properties.

11. Tax Record Keeping Issues
11.1.We support:

11.1.1.The option of using cash accounting without restrictions;

11.1.2.Increasing the $150 Social Secudtyd Medicarghreshold to $2,500, eliminating the total farm payroll test,
indexing the threshold, imposing a-84y test for determining iages are subject to tax, and exemptingtiatle
students 18 years of age or younger from withholding;

11.1.3.Raising the minimum amount required to be reported on the 1099 form to $6,000 indexed for inflation;

11.1.4.Exemptingforward contract sales by farmers from form 1099B filing requirements;

11.1.5.Granting corporations the same safe harbor from westémation penalties as individuals;

11.1.6. Setting the tax filing deadline for famifarms or farm corporations, at 75 days after the close of their fiscal year
without requiring estimated quarterly payments;

11.1.7.Not requiring taxpayers to maintain depreciation schedules for equipment that is no longer owned;

11.1.8.Exempting all plants from the uniform capitalizatiartes;

11.1.9.An April 15 filing deadline for farmers requiring estimated tax payments;

11.1.10. A clear policy for implementing income tax filing procedures bgAdworkers who have left the United
States and cannot file existing forms on time from their home country;
11.1.11. Acceptance of canceled aks as documentation for deductible expenses or contributions.

12. Family Tax Issues
12.1.We support:
12.1.1.Allowing a 100 percent deduction for a person's health, dental, disabilitpagterm care insurance premiums;
12.1.2.Allowing an adjustment to business income for premiums andeiarbursable medical expenses. Eligibility
should not be predicated on all employees being provided health insurance
12.1.3.Children with income who are claimed as a dependent not having to pay taxes at their parent's rate;
12.1.4. A tax deduction for postecondary education tuition;
12.1.5.Educational scholahipsshall not be considered taxable income;
12.1.6.The elimination of the marriage penalty;
12.1.7.Child-care credits for the seéfmployed;
12.1.8.Increasing the personal exemtjo
12.1.9.Limiting the Earned Income Tax Credit to the amount of income and employment taxes paid;

12.1.10. Extending the Child Tax Credit from age 17 to 23 for dependent children who atienfultollege
students;

12.1.11. Exempting the proceeds from the sale of business property from adjusted gross income caps for retiremen
purposes;

12.1.12. Eliminating the adjusted gross income threshold for deducting medical expenses;

12.1.13. Expanding the tax credibf health savings accosntand

12.1.14. A full deduction for medical expenses.

12.2.We oppose the taxing of employees on provided health insubanedits.

440 / Taxation of Cooperatives

1. We support:
1.1. Farmer cooperative income being taxed only once, either when earned by the cooperative or when received by the patron
1.2. Farmer cooperativeseing given atdast two years to adjust to a new interpretation of the tax status of cooperatives
Changes should not affect lomgtablished practices nor apply retroactively;
1.3. An exemption for income used by farredit institutions to build required reserves because of a change and income not
used for that purpose should be returned to cooperative members;
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1.4. Allowing producerpurchased companies that transition into cooperativbave the same tax advantages as employee
purchased companies; and
1.5. An investment tax credfor producers who purchase shares in vadded cooperatives
2. We oppose withholding taxes on patronage refunds.

USDA: PROGRAMS AND ERVICES
455 / Agricultural Reports

1. Confidentiality of governmentollected individual producer date records, including the names and addresses of participants, is
important and should not be released to any government agency or any other entity. A privacy statement should be supplied
stating that the information will not be released without writtamseat from the individual/customer/ client.

2. We support:

2.1. Changes in national and international crop reporting services that use improved technology and methodology as appropri
to provide more timely and accurate supggmand informatio, including current planting intentions;
2.2. The National Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS) should continue to collect and publish county, state and national level
data and statistics;
2.3. USDA including agricultural impostfrom all countries in its crop reporting service in a timely manner;
2.4. Releases and reports issued by USDA being scheduled to minimize the impact on other agricultural commaodities;
2.5. Funding toestablish a national dry beatocks report compiled by NASS;
2.6. Regularly collecting and reporting of NASS data on the production and use of etbgmmotiucts used for livestock feed
and the replagaent percentage of corn exports with Dried Distillers Grains
2.7. The Peanut Planting Acreage Report being released after the Farm Service (&g&cgieadline for planted peantitas
passed,;
2.8. The addition of another ricgtocks reporting date of June 1;
2.9. Implementation on an operational basis of the Large Area Crop Inventory Experiment (LACE) technology to better track
worldwide inventory of agricultural production;
2.10.A greater international effort to improve global crop and livestock reporting;
2.11.Prompt release of satellised other sources of information on crop acreage and conditions such as production estimates,
effects of weatheand insect pressures around the world. The lack of such pertinent information from USDA results in wide
swings in market pricewhich are costly to farmers;
2.12.World production information, including U.S. data, should be reported in the same units of measurement;
2.13.Development of budget expenses and recoveries that more clearly portray the net cost of farm furdlgeaths.
government;
2.14.Cooperation with NASS by producers to submit their best estimates on crop report questionnaires or to provide informatio
to enumerators;
2.15.The agriculture censumeing restricted to questions relative to farm acreage and livestock numbers. Reporting forms should
be updated, simplified, and restricted to relevant personal information;
2.16.Re-evaluating the definition of "farmer" for the purpose of theDdSAgricultural Census
2.17.The USDA Market News Servidarnishing information on direct sale$ slaughter and feeder cattle, sheep and hogs
including the reporting of wholesale dresdmef, pork and lamb trade;
2.18.USDA making a distinction between hair and wslkep in their Annual Livestock Census
2.19.Annual production reports being reinstated for all fruit, vegetablespedalty crops;
2.20.USDA including in its estimated gross agricultural income the fair rental value of farm homes and the value grolname
produce consumed on the farm. These factors are not used in computing nonagricultural incacm@eThethods should
be used in computing agricultural and nonagricultural gross income;
2.21.The NASS survepeing audited periodically;
2.22.Appropriate action being taken if a processaorrectly reports inventory to either NASS or Chicago Mercantile Exchange
and are found to be manipulating the market by incorrectly reporting inventory;
2.23.The definitions of "agritourisrenterprise" and agriculture tourism" for use in the Agriculture Celpsas follows:
2.23.1. Agritourismenterprise refers to an enterprise as a working farmhranagriculture plant conducted for the
enjoyment of visitors that generates income for the owner; and
2.23.2.Agriculture tourism refers to the act of visiting a working farm or any agriculture, horticoltagribusiness
operation for the purpose of enjoyment, education or active involvement in the activities of the farm or operation tha
also adds to the economic viability of the state;
2.24.FSA should be the primary crop reporting agenc
2.25.USDA's NASS valuation of Hawaii coffemop as green bean;
2.26.Voluntary participation in all government agricultural surveys, including the USDA Agricultural Cearglis
2.27.A NASS nocall list.

456 / Commodity Promotion

1. We recognize the right of producers to promote increased research, sales and consuthgticonaodities they produce.
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2.

3.

State and federal governments should not cease funding research and promotion with the intent of allowing the farmer checkof

funded programs to cover such costs.

Commaodity checkoff programs should meet tbiéofving criteria:

3.1. Approval by producer referendupnior to implementation or change of a program;

3.2. Referendunprocedures to protect voting rights and the confidentiality of individual prodpoavile uniform voting
procedures and encourage maximum participation by producers. The minimum voting age should be 18 years old;

3.3. Areferendunshall be held at any time upon petition of 10 percent comprising a represesaatipke of registered
producers;

3.4. Producers should control the board and the program. Members of the board should be contributors to the checkoff and nc
selected based on neoelated criteria;

3.5. Limitations so that funds are used only fooqmotion, market development and research. Grower educational programs
should be limited to project information and financial statements;

3.6. For programs that authorize refunds of assessments, the refunds should be distributed in a timely manner;

3.7. Emphasize valuaddedbenefits to producers and focus on higher net returns for farmers;

3.8. Checkofffunded research grants for end user products should have royalty or licensing agreements, where feasible, signe
with the research institution;

3.9. USDA should provide an annual report and strengthen oversight activities to assure producers that the funds are being us
only for their intended purposes and not diverted to help finance state or natgarakzations whose major purpose is to
provide legislative and regulatory services for members;

3.10.Producer participation in checkoff referenda should be improved through all available means, includingneéctronic
ballots;

3.11.Imported commodities should be subject to promotional checkoffs on the same basis as domestic producers, including
producers from Puerto Rico

3.12.Any commission or body created under an agricultural commoditygtionprogram should be required to provide
complete accountability to its producers of the expenditure of funds collected from them, including funds released to any
agricultural organization, public agency or private firm for promotion or research purposes;

3.13.Transparency in checkoff programs and producers' confidence in these programs requires accountability between
organizations charged by federal statute with fiduciary responsibility for checkoff funds and any national policy
organizations; ad

3.14.We oppose a necommaodityspecific organicheckoff.

457 | Cooperative Extension Service

1.

2.

3.

4,
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The ultimate beneficiary of the Cooperative Extension Sef@é&sS) is the American consumer, who has been provided a

plentiful supply of food and fiber.

The CES should remain agency within USDA and a part of the land gresiteges and universities with federal appropriations

expended under cooperative agreements between USDA and each state. Federal and state funds should be used for the

implementation of Ex@nsion programs as established under the cooperative agreements.

We support:

3.1. The basic philosophy of CES that programs, and program direction, should be decided by local participants in the progran

3.2. New programs providing serviseo nonfarm people provided they do not come at the expense of programs for farm and
ranch families;

3.3. CES devoting more time to farmers' needs and to the dissemination of research information to farmers. CES should initiat
not only the disseminin of research but also a flow of possible impacts and needs from the-famober back to the
researcher and to the public;

3.4. Expansion of business management and career guidance programs through CES;

3.5. Anincrease in funding and imprawg services;

3.6. CES and USDA developing and publicizing a positive food safety program;

3.7. The streamlining and consolidation of CES while maintaining support for youth; and

3.8. Maintaining an agricultural focus for ousH prograns.

We oppose:

4.1. The federal government dictating direction through the earmarking of funds for specific federally direef@amon
programs;

4.2. The repeal of the Hatch Aof 1887 and the movement of Hatch Aehds from the current system to a competitive grant
system;

4.3. The repeal of the Cooperative Forestry Research Act of 1962 and the movement of those funds to a competitive grant
system. These fuds are vital to maintain the infrastructure of ag research stations at landrgvansities;

4.4. Assignment of university extension faculty or staff to regulatory or law enforcement duties of any kindn@eligi
duties to constitute a conflict of interest, defeating both educational and regulatory purposes;

4.5. Federal changes in funding mechanisms for nutrition programs used with CES; and

4.6. Federal budget cuts affecting agricultural researachCES that are in excess of the overall percentage reduction in
spending.



458 / Farm Service Agncy Committees

1. We support:

1.1. The Farm Service Agency (FSA) County Committee system, and oppose its elimination;

1.2. FSA committees consisting of farmers who receive a major part of their income as active prodagecsloiral products;
County FSA committees should remain solely farelected;

1.3. County FSA committees having more control over local situations and programs including providing USDA payments for
conservation programs. County committees andttite §SA committee should assist Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) in determining what programs are applicable and should be used;

1.4. USDA's National Appeals Division being required to adjudicate cases using the same rules and refgutatitaied by
USDA which the FSA county and state committees are required to follow;

1.5. County FSA committees having the right of appeal for determinations made at the county level that are rejected by the ste

1.6. Criteria established to gie office closurelecisions should be followed by a review committee;

1.7. Each farmer or rancher affected by an FSA office closing having the right to choose to be serviced by the most convenien
service center;

1.8. Implementation of an online reporting process by FSA that is available to all producers regardless of their operational
structure;

1.9. The efficient delivery of farm progranasd retention of county committee structures witttallnties represented, even if
the number of county FSA, NRCS and Rural Economic and Community Development offices is reduced. Whenever
counties are combined, equal board member representation and reasonable travel distance should be ensured;

1.10.Criminal prosecution of voting irregularities in FSA committee elections; and

1.11.Designing computebased service delivery systems to work with the wide skill level of producers and the wide variety of
computer hardware, software and Intenpretviders available to farm producers.

2. We oppose FSA asking farmers to sign any waiver that would exempt them from the "Finality Rule", which providag a 90
period for FSA to review an application before disaassmistance determinations are final and binding.

459 / National Weather Service

1. We support:

1.1. Accurate, timely repontig of weathemformation and the maintenance and adequate funding of current waa#hgsis
and information dissemination systems;

1.2. Federal, state and private agencies working to improve these systembastivelcoordination of user support and federal
funds to assure continuity and improvement;

1.3. Federal funds to restablish agricultural weatheervices within USDA

1.4. Concentration of efforts to advance e forecasting techniques into areas which will benefit crop and agricultural
management practices;

1.5. Continuation of the National Weath8erviceinformation over standard AM, FM and television stations;

1.6. Anincrease in the wattage used by the National We&besiceemergency broadcaste that outlying areas may have
better reception;

1.7. Improvement of the Palmer Drought Indiexaddress regional conditions;

1.8. Determining drought as conditions meeting the U.S. Drought Monitor Index level idee;aand

1.9. When possible, the National Weatl8arvicecontracting with private suppliers for Doppler radar serincgnderserved
areas.

460 / Perishable Products

1. The Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act (PAQQ&gulations should be amended to provide growers with more effective
provisions for enforcing prompt pay

2. PACA should be amended to provide coverage of sod, perishable greenhouse products, ornamental plants, cut flowers and
Christmas treg

3. We oppose any governmental agency delaying the marketjperishable producter the purpose of collecting a penalty
without having probable cause of a health risk.

461 / Research

1. The food ad agriculture research, extension and educatystem must support, build and maintain a critical mass of well
trained scientists in the public sector to ensure that the U.S. remains the leader in global agricultural productiativAmedfe
efficient transfer of knowledge and technology for the benefit of agriculture producers and consumers worldwide must be
maintained and remain a high priority in future budgets.
2. We support:
2.1. Ongoing efforts to elevate food, agritturlal and natural resources research as a national priority, including partnering with a
broad coalition of stakeholders to develop and deliver a unified message calling for moving agricultural research to the
forefront of American science;
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2.2. Strenghening investments across the board in the U.S. food, agricultural and natural resources research portfolio, includir
competitive grantsfederal and state capacity funding and additional pytsliate partnerships;

2.3. A commitment for increased investment across all federal agencies with significant roles in addressing critical priorities in
food, agriculture and natural resources through research;

2.4. USDA research, extension and educapomgrams that are initiated by partnerships between federal, state and local
governments and carried out through universities and USDA. These programs should reflect and be tailored to the unique
soil, environmental and socioeconomic makeupegfans, states and locales;

2.5. Federal research and extension funding that assures regional and national interests are being addressed by state instituti
in a cooperative, coordinated, caftective way and helps compensate individual statethécosts of programs that
benefit other states, the nation, and the public. These funds should be allocated on the basis of scholarship and quality of
science;

2.6. Streamlining the process for more direct funding by National Institute of Food afalige to land grantiniversities
directed toward production agriculture and mechanization research;

2.7. Production research on efficient nutrient uptake, water usage and improved pest and disease resistance for crops and
livestod;

2.8. National and regional organizations patterned after the Council on Food and Agricultural Research that provide agriculturz
producers participation in priority setting, funding and accountability of the system;

2.9. Managing federal anstate funded research programs to support basic and applied research and technology transfer for the
benefit of U.S. farmers, agribusinessd consumers;

2.10.Public and/or private research that provide newrimfation and technologies to meet soil, environmental and
socioeconomic conditions and improves the economic viability in agriculture;

2.11.Awarding some federal grants on a competitive basis. Criteria for awarding these grants should place gioj#gtsn
that meet objectives identified by agricultural producers. These efforts should be coordinated by federal and state
institutions in cooperation with other agricultural interests;

2.12.Increased Binational Agricultural Research and Developfogting and securing other foreign investmient).S.
agriculture research to maximize cooperative research efforts by all who derive benefits from the outcome of such researc

2.13.Federal investment in research that pdegi a mix of formula, competitive and special grants and reauthorization of the
competitive research facilities program for land gramitersities;

2.14.A major capital program to provide staiéthe-art buildings, facilities andguiipment for food and agriculture research,
extension and educatigmograms;

2.15.Increased funding for the Food Genome Prgject

2.16.Maintaining viable, ompetitive regional agriculture research centers and efforts to reduce duplication in agriculture
research activities;

2.17.Efforts to maintain a modern, biosecure animased research center;

2.18.Research that identifies the advantages and dhsdiaiges of carbon creslis it relates to carbon sequestratiith USDA
serving as the lead agency on researching carbon sequestration

2.19.Funding for research and eradication measures to control the West Nilandruslated mosquitdiseases;

2.20.Funding a producedirected, researebriented spdalty crop block grant program and the IR4 dpiesticide research
program for minor crops;

2.21.Research funding for the control and/or eradication of regional insect pests;

2.22.Federal appropriations for university policy centers, such aBdbd and Agricultural Policy Research Institute and the
Agricultural and Food Policy Center to provide objective, unbiased agricultural policy analysis to Congress;

2.23.The creation of a new type of charitable organization devoted to agriculturalaleseth an IRS tax structure similar to the
medical research organizations;

2.24.Public, objective research and reporting of results without private company review, oversight or other influence;

2.25.Adequate funding for all federal formufand programs within the USDA's National Institute of Food and Agriculture;

2.26.Full funding for operations and research at the current U.S. $heepiment Station, including continuous research on the
effects of grazingrd sage grouskabitat, and the relationship between wildérel grazing

2.27.The continued operation of the United States Slteggriment Station as intended by the Presidential Designation of 1915;
and

2.28.The U.S. Fores$ervice providing funding to research, and then implement, genetic modification of the American Chestnut
(Castmea denata) to be resistant to the fungal chestnut blight. Once resistance is attained, the American Chestnut should
reintroduced into the original range in the Eastern U.S.

462 / Role of USDA

1.

2.

10z

Agriculture should remain the primary responsibility of U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA). Food and fiber consumers will
be better served by healthy, profitable production agitice than by consumer advocacy within USDA.

USDA should be an advocate for agriculture with emphasis on production agriculture and the processing and marketing of
agricultural products and promoting the use of domestically produced food anbyfiak branches of the U.S. government and
military services.

Leadership at USDA should be vested in appointed people who are competent, have background and experience in agriculture
and have evidenced a knowledge and concern for the welfagricultural producers.



4. The Undersecretary of Natural Resources and the Environment should be an effective advocate for agriculture on environment
issues.
5. We support the secretary of agriculture #mglU.S. trade representatibeing included in the National Security Council.
6. We support longerm funding of the USDA's Risk Management Age(iRiA).
7. Review criteria for USDA office closurdecisions should include miles driven between offices, workload, local input, and inter
agency efficiency.
8. USDA should be:
8.1. A monitor of domestic and foreign agultural affairs;
8.2. An accurate source of agricultural data and research; and
8.3. An agricultural policy adviser to other departments of the federal government;
9. We support USDA programs that:
9.1. Help farmers obtain needed crop and market information, research, educational assistance and credit;
9.2. Provide workable grades and standards and safeguard product quality through inspection services;
9.3. Help farmers eradate or control plant and animal pesisl diseases;
9.4. Encourage conservation of land and water resources by maintaining land in private ownership. USDA programs should nc
be used to facilitate the transfermfvate farms and ranches to public lands
9.5. Assure reliable, unfettered transportation for agricultural commodities;
9.6. Strengthen farmers' power to bargain for a price; and
9.7. Provide comparable services to administer all commodity programs.
10. USDA should:
10.1.Continue to be a full Cabinégvel department and shall not be renamed or consolidated with any other department or
agency of goveament;
10.2.Retain various food assistance and nutripoograms, both domestic and foreign;
10.3.Use U.S. agricultural commodities for domestic food programs
10.4.Not limit or restrict USDA purchases due to the violation of immigration regulations;
10.5.Limit importers from purchasing products from foreign countries and reselling them under the provision of Section 32;
10.6.Extend the "Buy Americanfrovision to other noncontiguous states or territories including Alaska, Hawaii, Guam and
Puerto Rico
10.7Conti nue the Women, I nfants and Chi | drPegramsandth&¥Sedipr pr ogr
Far mer s 6 Ma PrhgeatmbutMannters shbuldmat be assessed for funding of these type of programs;
10.8.Use Farm Services Agency (FSA) data and assistance for premise ID registration;
10.9.Use the land gramolleges for agricultureriented research;

10.10. Continue efforts to resolve problems involving environmental and animal care issues;

10.11. Maintain an efficient and costfffective services delivery system, including electronic filing;

10.12. Maintain FSA jurisdiction over the administration of the Conservation Reserve Pr@Ri®) and cosshare
programs;

10.13. Change in FSA regulations to allow other forms of verification for production eséclen

10.14. Not allow FSA to combine farm numbers without written permission from the farmer;

10.15. Upgrade computer technology and appropriate software to allow the Natural Resource Conservation Service

(NRCS), FSA, RMA, and Nation#gricultural Statistics Service (NASS) to utilize and share the same farm program
enrollment information and production, provided appropriate privacy disclosures and safeguards are utilized;

10.16. Encourage "onstop shopping" All farm programgencies, where feasible, should be located in the same building;

10.17. Appoint one or more farmers on any agriculturally related government board;

10.18. Require federal agencies to keep all documentation of all historical figldonaerial mapsupporting
determination and supply onsite documentation of new determination to farmers;

10.19. Accredit and license commercial dog breeders;

10.20. Furthersupport the Foreign Agriculture Service

10.21. Make Beginning FarmdProgram eligibility requirements consistent through all USDA agencies;

10.22. Provide financial assistance through Animal and Plant Health Inspection S&®idéS) and Agricultural
Researcltbervices (ARS)tomant ai n New Yor kés Gol den Nematode Quarant

10.23. Allow for a System for Award Management (SAM) number to be valid for the length of the USDA project for the
individual producer; and

10.24. Co-location of USDA and Soil and Water Conservation Distrigteen possible.

11. We oppose:
11.1.Requiring farm trusts to provide the total trust instrument because the iradivithist will and testament should be
confidential;
11.2.Making FSA county executive directors and program assistants employees of the federal government;
11.3.The transfer of any USDA program to another department or agency;
11.4.Announcing crop estimates until certified acres are known; and
11.5.The Department of Homeland SecurityUSDA-prescribed homeland securfiyactices being mandated on farms unless
such measures are completely funded.
12. Natural Resources Conservation ServifléRCS)
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12.1.NRCS should remain withidSDA and provide technical assistance and education. There should be no fees or charges to
the land user for this service. Funding for conservation programs should be administered by FSA.
12.2.NRCS should:
12.2.1.Act as a nosreguatory mediatoiof environmental compliance issues with regulatory agenciebehalf of
producers;
12.2.2.Use funding only for agricultural purposes;
12.2.3.Place a high priority on providing quality, technical and scientific natural resources expertise;
12.2.4.Have adequate funds for technical assistance that are not tied directly to conservation programs;
12.2.5.Ensure local farmer input on NRCS personnel decisions and direction of natural resource programs through
conservation districtss maintained for the benefit of producers;
12.2.6.Accept state licenses as proof of qualifications, without further testing or requirements, to be a Technical Service
Provider
12.2.7.Amend NRCS regulation to count perennialpgosuch as orchards, vineyards or sod, as prior converted land when
the crop is removed;
12.2.8.Inform landowners and tenantien NRCS officials are considering changing or altering wetland status on any
portionof their holdings;
12.2.9.Honor wetland determinations made prior to 1990;

12.2.10. Modify existing costshare programs to allow for NRCS technical assistance in assessing thertong
availability of water resources and the planramgl development of new darm water supplies and irrigation
systems;

12.2.11. Recognize regional seasonality of farm commodities when determining prograopsigtes; and

12.2.12. Allow an accredited third party or NRCS staff to completesiia determinations to ensure timely
determinations; and

12.2.13. Focus exclusively on agriculture services and cease bringing in influences fresqgymouiture groups.

12.3.NRCS slould not:
12.3.1.Become a regulatory agency, serve in a policing capacity or be combined through USDA reorganization with an
agency that has regulatory functions;
12.3.2.Negotiate Memorandums of Agreement or Memorandums of Undenstawith federal regulatory agencitdmt
would give NRCS the power to develop, implement, or police those agencies' regulations on agricultural land; and
12.3.3.Require partnerships, limidiability corporations (LLC) and other farm entities to register on the Standardized
Award Management Service (SAMS) site.

463 / Rural Development

1.

2.

We support the important work &fSDA Rural Developmertb improve the quality of life and increase economic opportunity in
rural America. We encourage the letegm funding of the grant, loan and loan guarantee programs administered by USDA Rural
Development
We support:
2.1. Legislation that encourages rural economic development and emphasizeaddddepportunities in agriculture;
2.2. USDA administering community development, businass, economic development programs for rural communities;
2.3. Increasing technical and marketing assistance funding for the USDA Community and Economic Development programs;
2.4. The USDA Business and Industry Guaranteed LoanrBnogssuing loan guarantesfarmerowned projects sited in
urban or urbanizing areas, if the locations will return economic benefits to the rural owners of the project;
2.5. Increasing agrictiral development funding through grants and-laterest loans equivalent to industrial development;
2.6. Full funding for state rural developmerduncils;
2.7. Efforts that link retiring farmersith people seeking opportunities to enter agriculture or returning to rural communities;
2.8. Stricter limits on participation in government programs that take land out of agricultural production due to negative
economic inpacts; and
2.9. A moratoriumon any new regulations on small business or agriculture.

464 |/ Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP)

1.

2.

3.
4,
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SNAP should remain an integral part of USDA for budgeting and nutritional reasons. A public education effort should show the
decreasing farmers' share of the USDA budget by itemizing the cost of each program.

Congress shoulce-evaluate SNAP to determine the feasibility of an alternate system for dispensing SNAP benefits. More
emphasis should be placed on evaluating applicants to be certain that only those who meet specific criteria qualify for the
program. Public funds shalihot be used to commercially advertise SNAP benefits.

Spending limits should be placed on the total expenditures for SNAP.

We support:

4.1. Puerto Ricaesidents being allowed to participate in SNAP with full gdions;

4.2. ltems purchased by SNAP benefits should be limited to the five basic food groups;

4.3. Accounting changes to better track losses within SNAP and other federalifpahsing programs;



5.

4.4, The use of a bar code system to scréems$ which may be purchased through the use of SNAP benefits, such as
nutritionally acceptable foods outlined in the Women, Infants and Children's Program (WIC) authorized food list. This list
should also include staple items which are unprocessed;

4.5. Requiring college students who are recipients of food assistance to provide Free Application for Federal Student Aid
(FAFSA) completed forms, to show financial need of assistance;

4.6. Elimination of food assistance for fitime college students whwve school meal plans, with no dependents;

4.7. Increased verification of employment and wages;

4.8. Increased verification of identity of recipients;

4.9. Efforts to expand the purchases of fruits and vegetables;

4.10.Elimination ofcarbonated beverages from food available in/under assistance programs and tlnsé megetableind
dairy beverages with bottle deposits;

4.11.The use of SNAP for U.S. produced agricultural products when available;

4.12.Requiring persons applying for SNAP benefits passing an approved drug test before granting approval. The applicant mus
be a U.S. citizen or permanent legal resident;

4.13.Efforts to increase Regional Food Banks' proportion of federal paiolifinds for food and nutritioassistance programs;
and

4.14.An aggressive system of investigation and prosecution of Electronic Benefits Ti&®Tgrcard fraud.

We oppose:

5.1. New USDA regulations which require retailers to sell minimum percentages of items from the five major food groups in
order to redeem SNAP benefits. Retailers, such as butchers ahageitiblenarkets, should be exempt from this
requirement;

5.2. The use of SNAP funds from being limited to locadisown or organic production; and

5.3. Utilizing SNAP funds for cash back purposes.

SECTION 5 - NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

501 / Aboveground Fuel Storage Tanks

1. We believe state rules for aboveground fuel storagesttould not be more restrictive than federal rules.
2. We support clearly defined requirements forfarm, aboveground fueling facilities. fraers should be assured of regulatory
certainty before investing in corrective measures.
3. We urge the federal agencies to ease restrictions on farm fuel storage. Dikes should not be required around smaller tanks.
4. We support the followingavisions to Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) rules regarding aboveground fuel storage tank
4.1. Exempting farm fuel (diesel and gasolinajits from EPA mandates;
4.2. Placing no limit on the number of aboveground fuel storagestaidwed per farm;
4.3. Allowing doublewall tanks in place of diking around tanks; and
4.4. Allowing farmers, regardless of their-darm fuel storage capacity, to complete and-seftify a spill control plan
5. We oppose:
5.1. Mandatory regulations dees with the registration or monitoring of aboveground fuel storags fantarm use; and
5.2. The inclusion ofiny materials beyond petroleum products into the Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure (SPCC)
regulations.
502 / Clean Air
1. A balanced and sciendmsed implementation of the Clean Air A€AA) is of the utmost concern to farmers and ranchers.
2. We support the following principles:

2.1. Sound ScienceTo protect public health, all CAA rules and incenth@sed programs must be basadeefreviewed,
sciencebased, reliable and accurate information;

2.2. Transparency The Environmental Protection Agen(PA) should establish and maintain a deliberate, consistent and
transparent decisiemaking process to inform the public, including farmers, of any criteria used to regulate air emissions;

2.3. Workability - The CAA must be administered in a practical and realistic way to establish workable and reasonable rules ar
incentivebased progmas. EPA should always consider incentbased programs, before regulation, to achieve emission
reduction. Compliance costs associated with meeting any imposed standards should be the responsibility of the federal
government;

2.4. Practicability- We will work with industry groups and the appropriate agencies to ensure common sense implementation
and economic achievability of any new rule and incertiaeed programs;

2.5. Cost Benefit Analysis/Affordability Benefits should significantly exceelet cost of any regulation or program and
affordability should be a major consideration; and

2.6. Congressional OversightCongress should review the effects of CAA on agricultural operations and ensure workable and
reasonable CAA rules and programs.

3. We support:

10&
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3.1. Landowners and/or farmers not being held responsible for international, interstate or intrastate gadhisoriassified as
transport pollutionn a regulated area;

3.2. The exclusio of transport pollutiom n t he cal cul ation of that areads compl
accountable for excess pollutitmt is generated within their boundaries. The determination of compliance simbyibe
based on pollutiothat a regulated area has control over and can do something about;

3.3. Establishing clear, transparent and reasonable definitions for exceptional events as they relate to exceedanceseof particul
matter(PM) standards;

3.4. Funding for agriculture air quality research to establish accurate agricultural emission baselines;

3.5. A process by which the regulated community or impacted state could appeal the decision of EPA on compliance
determination such as exceptional events, best available control measures (BACM) and best available retrofit technology
(BART);

3.6. Seeking the direction and guidance of the USEa&k Force on Agricultural Air Quality and its role in iewing and
making recommendations to the secretary of agriculture on issues and proposed policies targeting agricultural air quality;

3.7. Providing incentives to industries seeking to become more energy efficient or to reduce emisdemtgiable
atmospheric pollutiomnd the means of preventing it;

3.8. Providing incentives to individuals seeking to reforest fragile lands that are currently in agricultural production;

3.9. Exempting air conitioned farm equipment from the 1990 amendments to the CAA which mandate refrigerant recycling;

3.10.Continuing the use of prescribed or controlled burn programs;

3.11.Excluding m@rticulate matter from agricultural sources frora Mational Ambient Air Quality Standards because there is no
conclusive scientific evidence indicating that particulate matter from farm and ranch operations adversely affects public
health

3.12.Agriculture's exemption regarding particulatee in EPA's ambient air quality standards;

3.13.Exempting air emissions from mandrem emergency response reporting under Comprehensive Environmental Recovery,
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLAaNnd Emegency Planning and Community Right to Know Act;

3.14.Exempting orfarm biogasfueled engines from federal New Source Performance Standard stack testing requirements;

3.15.Amending the CAA to hold states harmless for emission $eneslulting from emergency waivers granted by EPA; and

3.16.Requirements for agricultural and construction equipment to-bstablished at Tier 3 levels.

We oppose:

4.1. Mandatory air quality standards for osnd particulate matter on farms, ranches and agricultural businesses;

4.2. Air permits for agricultural operations that are not science based;

4.3. Any effortsby the EPA to implement permitting fees and/or protocol or take regulatory action regarding greenhouse gas
emissions for production agriculture;

4.4. The regulation of concentrated animal feedipgratiols (CAFOs) as a source category under the CAA,

4.5. Air quality regulations on existing power generatfaailities that require Selective Catalytic Reduction Systems Sand bag
house equipment to comply with air quality and viglred requirements; and

4.6. Further restriction and involvement of the EPA on irrigation engines

503 / Climate Change

1.
2.

3.
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Marketbased incentivesuch as pollutant credit trading, are preferable to government mandates

We support:

2.1. A voluntary markebased carbon creditading system that is not detrimental to otheragtiiral producers;

2.2. Compensation to farmers for planting crops or adopting farming practices that keep carbon in the soil or plant material;

2.3. Alternative energyources, which will minimize atmospheric polluton

2.4. Incentives to industries seeking to become more ereffigyent or to reduce emissions identifiable atmospheric pollution
and the means of preventing it;

2.5. Marketbased solutions, rather than federal or state emission limits, being used to achieve a reduction in greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissiongrom any sources;

2.6. EPA's reevaluation of burdnsome emission control rules for farming practices, farm equipment, cotton gins, grain
handling facilities, etc.;

2.7. The inclusion of the agricultural community as a full partner in the development of any policy or legislation; and

2.8. Researh and development to better assist farmers in handling weathets and better adapting to weatt@mnditions.

We oppose:

3.1. Climate changéegislation that establishes mandatory-eagitrade provisions;

3.2. Climate changéegislation that is not fair, affordable or achievable;

3.3. Any law or regulation requiring reporting of a@®HG emissiondy an agriculture entity;

3.4. Any climate changéegislation that would make America less competitive in the global marketplace and put undue costs on
American agriculture, businesscaconsumers;

3.5. Any climate changéegislation until other countries meet or exceed U.S. requirements;

3.6. Mandatory restrictions to achieve reduced agricultural greenhousgrigsions

3.7. Any regulation of GHG by EPA;

3.8. Any attempt to regulate methaamissiondrom livestock under the Clean Air Act or any other legislative vehicle;

3.9. The imposition of standards on farm and ranch equipment and othéigiamay use machinery;



3.10.Inclusion of the carbon impacts resulting from indirect larel alsanges in other countries in the carbon life cycle analysis
of biofuels; and
3.11.Taxes on carbon uses emissions

504 / Environmental Protection and Regulations

1. Environmental regulations, air qualisyandards, water standards, noise standards and visual standards should recognize the
essential nature of efficient utilization of organic matter, pesticides and fertilizers as a basic and natural partwfedgricu
production.

2. Government ageiies should not have the authority to impose penalties on landowners without first identifying the problem and
giving the landowner an opportunity to correct the problem. If there is a difference of opinion concerning the extent of the
problem a reasonabénd cost effective appeal process of the agencies decision should be available to the landowner. Fines tha
are imposed should not go into the U.S. Treasury, but be used to address problems found on the site. We believe #gt busines:
industries and farers who have to expend sums of money to implement or prove they are meeting environmental regulations
should be reimbursed for their expenditure.

3. Present and past landowners and operators should not be held liable for the costug oletamages from dipping vat sites
which were established under a federally mandated program for tick eradication.

4. Pollution problems, occurring where previously accepted guidelines and regulations have been complied with, should be
remedied at publiexpense.

5. Neither landowners, producers nor their lenders shall be held liable for the cost of environmental cleanups causectiopgrior a
and over which the producer, landowner or lender had no management oversight or control of uhedispn

6. Towns that meet the arid exemption should be exempt from Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations concerning pi
liners, leachate collection and treatment, and groundwater monitoring wells in order to maintalls lahdffeasible cost.

7. We support:

7.1. The confidentiality of individual and business information including inspection and agency records;

7.2. Public information about permit details and permit holders only being available for revégmagéency's physical office and
should have traceability of inquiry;

7.3. Individual(s), organizations, or units of government that file a petition for an Environmental Impact Statement, being
responsible for additional costs incurred by the prodéssnal agricultural practices, such as ditching, tiling and controlled
burning should be exempt from environmental regulations;

7.4. Faster response time on all environmental reviews;

7.5. The deletion of citizen lawsu@itrom environmental statutes;

7.6. Adequate funding to aid in the construction of agricultural pollution control devices and implementation of agricultural
practices to meet mandated standards;

7.7. Legislation to exempt property owners from finahcésponsibility for pollution that resulted from previouslgcepted
farming practices;

7.8. Amending the Superfund Amendmemtd Reauthorization Act (SARA), Comprehensive Environmental Recovery,
Compensation and Liabilithct (CERCLA), and Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA) to
exclude agricultural operations. The requirements of these laws are too stringent and inappropriate for farming operations

7.9. The removal of setbacks oh@micalapplication in conjunction with tile inlet structures unless proven by scientific data;

7.10.Incentivebased programs that look for solutions to hazardous \aast@ollution problemgor agriculture that will replace
the commanehnd-control regulatory programs currently in effect;

7.11.Regulatory standards being set at safe tolerance levels and not at detection levels, which are below those that may pose
threat to human health éfor environmental degradation;

7.12.The repeal of the federal law and tax on FrRd2;

7.13.The use of halom fire extinguishers being permitted until a suitable substitute becomes available;

7.14.Spent mushroom compost being classified by all federal agencies as an agricultural waste byproduct;

7.15.Federal environmental regulations being relaxed for those involved in cleanup from floods and other disasters;

7.16.An agricultural exemptionrém regional longerm bans on outdoor burning;

7.17.A complete overhaul and-+examination of the rules and regulations of EPA, Occupational Safety and Health Protection
Agency, and other protective and regulatory agencies, with the goals of redweiigning, and streamlining these
agencies;

7.18.State and local governments affected by the EPA B&#étrogram to opt out of the project;

7.19.Reduced funding for EPA,

7.20.Prior to adopting a rule or regtilan which would restrict or eliminate any normally used agricultural practice, EPA should
identify practical, economically feasible alternative solutions to the perceived problem;

7.21.Legislation that halts EPArdered environmental river dredgingless the EPA incorporates suitable protections to
agriculture in the environmental dredgipign;

7.22.Holding the Army Corp of Engineers accountable for projects that contribute nutrients to surface water

7.23.Federal regulations affecting production agriculture being based on sound seidrazstbenefit analysisThe EPA must
have soundcientific data to back up any claims or rulings the agency makes;

7.24.EPA reexamining computer models that estimate the contribution of nitrogen and phosphorus and other nutrients from
forests and woodland,;
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7.25.The normal review process of agitural chemica by EPA. Product reviews should not deviate without proper cause;

7.26.Continued research on reuse of water; conversion of salinesyateand water pollution; water and soil conservation;
recharging of groundwater basins; drainage; forestry management and utilization; restoratiomohsttipreas; weather
forecasting and modification; treatment of domestic, industrial and animal wastes; coal desulfurization; and other natural
resource problems within the framework of fedestalteprivate cooperation;

7.27.More effective coordination among thgencies engaged in natural resources research to provide maximum coverage of the
subject and to eliminate duplication and waste;

7.28.EPA and other executive branch entities providing proper notice that surveiasa®irring on private property regardless
of the method used. Violations should be based on scientific evidence, not data models; and

7.29.Protocol for any federal agency receiving an environmental complaint against aftagioperation include:

7.29.1. An initial contact be made with the operator explaining the nature of the complaint;

7.29.2.An appointment be scheduled 48 hours before entering the premises to addresssaayritipconcerns;
7.29.3.The party or parties initiating the complaint become part of the public record;

7.29.4.Receipt of the report by the operator and government agency documenting the complaint; and
7.29.5.The time frame for the initial inv&igative visit be limited to a maximum of two hours.

We oppose:

8.1. Criminalization under environmental law. Any government agency should be subject to the same restrictions as imposed
under common law, wherein a defendeauh be convicted of a crime only upon proof beyond a reasonable doubt that the
defendant acted with specific intent to violate the law. Environmental cases should be tried in the area where they occur;

8.2. Federal agencies filing for envirommtal assessments on an individual's property without first informing the individual that
it is being done and for what purpose;

8.3. Insurance requirements imposed by EPA on plants treating and processing agricultural, horticulturaltangrindests
that are in excess of coverage available on the insurance market at a reasonable premium;

8.4. The classification of millor any individual constituent of animal waste, livestock mamualtry litter, or commercial
fertilizer as a solid waste or hazardous substance;

8.5. Any individual constituent of animal waste and commercial fertilzg#ng labeled a hazardous substance;

8.6. EPA using consent agreements to subject producers to liability for violating a retroactively applied standard;

8.7. EPA treating Native American tribes as states tolag air, land and water and the application of crop protection
chemicals within the boundaries of historical Native American reservations or on other lands and properties owned in fee
considered Al ndian Countryo by the federal government ;

8.8. Regulations promulgated under the EPA Risk Management Program that requires the development of comprehensive
prevention and emergency response programs for propane storage. We believe that proposed regulations provide no
additional safeguards and thaisting federal, state and local regulations adequately meet public safety goals;

8.9. All federal ecosystem management

8.10.EPA as a cabinet level position;

8.11.EPA flyovers;

8.12.Further EPA regulation of pesticide shuttle tgnks

8.13.Federal nutrient standards; and

8.14.The use of environmental externalities which add coahjogoods or services.

505 / Hazardous and Nuclear Waste Management

1.
2.

10¢

Federal laws requirstates and territories to develop statewide or regional hazardousmeastgement programs.

We support:

2.1. A hold being placed upon activities by multistate Jmwel nuclear wasteompacs until the federal government makes a
final determination as to the number of ldevel waste sites needed nationally;

2.2. Working with the appropriate state or regional entities to assure agricultural interests are given adequate consideration an
to assist in public education activities;

2.3. Sufficient sites being designated to accommodate waste;

2.4. Research and development for alternate methods to handle hazardous waste

2.5. Producers of hazardous wabtng responsible for its safe transport and disposal within the limits governed by county,
state and federal regulations;

2.6. The Department of Energy following the procedures of the 1982 Nuclear Rigstsitory Act based on scientific fact;

2.7. Legislation that would prevent nuclear and toxic waste dumps from being placed on or beneath productive agricultural lan
and in areas with large underground water reservoir®esan and coastal waters;

2.8. Any entity operating a facility that processes, manufactures, stores, or disposes of hazardous, toxic, nuclear, or any other
material that may pose an adverse impact on the economibeweat] of agriculture, to be reqait to compensate for any
losses that may occur;

2.9. The denial of permits to chemicahste companies in floodplain areas;

2.10.Further scientific, economic, environmental and agricultural market impact stididsghlevel nuclear wasteepository;
and



2.11.The recycling of used nuclear fuel rods; thereby, reducing the need for more storage casks as long as the process is

consistent with the protection laind and water.

506 / Waste Disposal and Recycling

1. We support:

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

1.7.

1.8.

1.9.

Per capita generation of garbamging reduced and a combination of source reduction, source separation, recycling,

resource recovery, composting and incineration be instituted, together with financial incentives, for prefeitethlong

disposal methods;

Research into laser gfisation for the mining of landfills and disposal of garbage

Establishing reasonable standards for emissions by incinerators burning nontoxic municipal waste. Current stringent

requirements are makingdineration cosprohibitive, resulting in more landfills being located on prime agricultural land.

Current Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations place unrealistic guidelines on landfill use. They give no

regard to feasibility or to providinghg remedy for meeting the actual needs of waste disposal,

A moratoriumon the new landfill regulations until a workable waste disposal plan is developed and adequate funding is

made available;

Agricultural operations which have legally disposed of materials being exempted from liability provisions of the

Comprehensive Environmental Regulatory Cleanup and Liability Act (CERCLA

Repealing the cradle to grave rule for environmidighility for products or substances not to include real estate. When a

product or substance changes hands, the environmental liability of the disposal of that product or substance should transf

to the new owner or responsible party of the product;

Government agencies responsible for approving land application systems allowing private agriculture to utilize municipal

waste wateand sludge

EPA and USDA's Natural Resources Conservation Service ngjlioven scientific practices when developing policies

concerning waste management;

Contracts governing the use of farmland for disposal of such wastes that:

1.9.1. Permit voluntary participation by agriculture in a private enterprise system;

1.9.2. Provide flexibility in amount and timing of application of the wastes according to agricultural needs;

1.9.3. Provide indemnity payments for unsalable crops due to Food and Drug Administration regulations or crop losses
caused by components iretlvastes;

1.9.4. Provide indemnity for land should it be contaminated because of components in the wastes;

1.9.5. Provide economic incentives for new or improved techniques for handling wasteenatgludgeand

1.9.6. Provide farmers with an analysis of nutrients, heavy metals and trace elements of biosolids applied to fields;

1.10.Government agencies must utilize proven current scientific information when developing policies conggiitagan of

sludge The responsibility of this being required to rest with the waste handling authorities;

1.11.Each state having the right to require that all municipal biosgications be tracked usitgobal Positioning System

(GPS)technology and be reported electronically;

1.12.Pathogen certification for sludgmported from out of state beirsgipplemented with periodic-state lab tests, with results

transmitted simultaneously to the applicator, the farmer and the government;

1.13.Any beverage sold and not required to be consumed on the premises where sold, being in degradyptikbte

containers or in containers for which a substantial refund is offered for return;

1.14 Efforts by individual states to provide incentives for recycling of beverage containers and existing laws pertaining to

littering being enforcedavith greater vigor;

1.15.Recycling where economically feasible and efforts to expand the market for recycled products;
1.16.Increasing the biodegradatdtandard for containers; and
1.17.Wider use of biodegradablegs and packaging to reduce litter and landfill volume.

FEDERAL LANDS

510 / General Management
1. With regard to general management policies, we support:

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.

1.4.
1.5.
1.6.
1.7.

The relocation of the national headquarters of the Bureau of Land Management to the Rocky Mountain region;

The multipleuse conept of federal lands, recognizing that definable land areas have domssacapability, which should

be recognized within the concept of multiple use without the total exclusion of other uses;

Requiring multipleuse language that includes andtpcts historical use and resource harvesting practices in all federal and
state land use plans, roadless area documents and statutes;

A multiple-use definition that includes and protects historical use and resioaneesting practices;

The development of minerahd energy resources on federal lands by private enterprises;

Farmers having the option of using all federally approved seeds on all federally controlled lands;

Federal legislation to remove theanagement of the National Grasslands from the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and turn it
over to the grazingssociation boards. Any direct permits shall either be put into graggagiations or be managed by the
state in which the lands lie;
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1.8. Federal agencies utilizing natural resources (such as fipber to any prescribed burning;

1.9. Good watershed development for the benefit of mankind includargasing the quantity and quality of flows;

1.10.Well-managed lands that have adequate access with roads, even roadless adelasss fire control, disease and insect
control, pest and predator control, and other actgjitie

1.11.The U.S. Forest Service allowing water impoundment projects to be built on federal lands;

1.12.0nly lands which do not, or have not had roads should be considered roadless by public land management agencies. The
road does not have to be mi@ined; it just has to have existed for some use in the past or the present. Roadlehs@lkas
not be managed as wilderness areas. Access for land management should be allowed even in roadless areas

1.13.Reopening any roadless area (including roads and trails) which have been closed to the public and to multiple use;

1.14.True management decisions that work to develop and keep healthy populations of representatispetiaseVWasupport
management practices that prevent the following:
1.14.1.The loss of multiple uses;
1.14.2.The loss of quantity and quality watersheds, mudslides, and erosion;
1.14.3.The introduction of undesirable weeds;
1.14.4.The tremendous lossestohberdue to fire, diseases and insects (as well as other pests); and
1.14.5.The tremendous losses of private proparty possible loss of life;

1.15.Equality of statehood for the federal land states;

1.16.A general policy that would minimize agency regulations and maximize management accountability for all users of federal
lands;

1.17.Retention and strengthening of the principles of the Desert Entrgnilcthe Carey Act to pride for the disposal of
federal lands;

1.18.Agricultural input in land management initiatives such as Coordinated Resource Management

1.19.The federal government honoring the state enabling aatéeaking public lands. The revenue generated from the sales of
public lands should be used to reduce the nationa) fiefit education and transportation infrastructure;

1.20.Legislation to require the federal government to maritmglands so that no harm is done to adjoining lands, crops and
animals;

1.21.Legislation to force federal land management agencies to be more responsive to neighboring landowners with regard to r
rights-of-way, easements, property lines, roaduales, fires, wildlife and environmental issues;

1.22.The disposal of deer and elk, due to chronic wasting diseafaeral land, being the responsibility of the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service (FWS);

1.23.The federabovernment funding and acting in cooperation with state and local governments to control fire, noxious weeds,
pests and predators on federal lands, including wilderness areas, according to individual state guidelines;

1.24.Payments in lieu of taxes gl to 100 percent of the administration of local government;

1.25.A study of the Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) formula to determine if it is meeting its purpose and is equitable in its
distribution of funds;

1.26.Legislation to require that eachate receive 90 percent of the minemsfalties from federal lands within the state and
adjoining federal tidelands or as covered by the Land Conservation Act;

1.27.Retaining the Alaska Lands Aahd not allowing these lands to become sovereign lands;

1.28.The combining of isolated tracts of USFS and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands and appropriate offices where
feasible to eliminate duplicate management and to reduce costs;

1.29.The protection and enhancement of all federal land resources as a sound management goal, until such lands are transfer
to the states or into private ownership;

1.30.The use of motorized vehicles, including snowmoldledfour-wheelers, in emergency search and rescue operations;

1.31.Efforts to educate the public about the importance of multiple use activities on federal lands;

1.32.The repeal of the Land and Water Conservation Act (LWCA). In the interim, werdd¢fie funds allocated by the LWCA
should be used to better manage existing federal lands. Until the LWCA is discontinued, we urge Congress to appropriate
funds from the Land and Water Conservation Fund, which receives its monies from offshoresyayadti® divert those
funds to individual state foresters for their use in fire suppression, fire management and conservation efforts instgad of us
those funds for buying private property

1.33.Legislation and rulings thaireserve and facilitate the continued use and access of pack and saddle stock animals on public
lands, including wilderness areas, national monumanis other specifically designated areas;

1.34.Access across feddrlands to private propertyhere access is not otherwise available;

1.35.Participation of federal agencies with private landowners in building and maintaining line fences between federal land and
adjacent land. Federal lancamagement agencies should also conform to state fencing laws;

1.36.Federal land agencies making available to the public a map of specific roads for recreational use;

1.37.Local management of federal lands where this management will entwdhg@l, agricultural, economic and environmental
concerns at the county level;

1.38.Enabling private entities to maintain and repair existing facilities on national or government owned property by the most
economical method,;

1.39.A definition of federal land right®f-way as "any road, trail, access or way upon which construction has been carried out to
the standard in which public rightd-way wer e bui lt within historical cont e



1.40.All roads on federal or state lands being opepublic travel unless receiving a public hearing for closure. Public lands
agencies should not utilize a "closed unless posted open" policy when proposing forest management plans, range
management plans, environmental impact statenogr@avironmental assessments;

1.41.Access to federal lands using RS2477 roads. We support allowing county commissioners the ability to determine the
validity of a RS2477 claim, the right toave a RS2477 when it occurs on private land and the ability to temporarily close a
RS2477 for resource reasons. Counties should be allowed to maintain RS2477 roads on federal lands within their county
boundaries;

1.42.Maintaining the ability of businesoperators to access property leased from the federal government, including during a
government shutdown, when tending crops or livestock;

1.43.The retention and maintenance of existing roads and new road construction as needed to implementytii®tdésalth
Initiative;

1.44.The hiring of additional personnel in land management agencies charged with implementing multiple use goals. Any
personnel, new or transferred from another department, division, or agency in federal land agency, chargstipleith m
use goals should have training and education in range management, mining or forest management to carry out this multip
use mission;

1.45.Rehabilitation through reforestatiom state and federal forest lands followinddfite damage or natural disaster;

1.46.Permittees having motorized access for management of their permit;
1.47.Funding to local school districts and rural counties from the Secure Rural SehddlBmmunity SelDetermination Act
(SRSCA) of 2000 and an effort to make the funding permanent;
1.48.Federal funding for search and rescue on federal lands;
1.49.Healthy Forest Initiative;
1.50.Reinstaing Forest Reserve Funding to a level established by SRSCA;
1.51.A cash bond being provided by the plaintiff equal to the full cash value of the permit when lawsuits are filed against a
permittee and/or the managing land agency. This bonddwveimburse lessees for loss of production and legal costs
associated with legal actions pertaining to their federal land leases; and
1.52.All agencies that manage public lands adopting strict ordinances and regulations, which may ceghirer gerformance
bond for large group gatherings to protect public and adjoining private lands, the managing agency, local government and
local public service districts;
1.52.1.Requiring BLM, USFS, USFWS, National Marine Fisheries SerfhitddFS) and other federal agencies to
coordinate and cooperate in a meaningful way with states, counties and other local governments in making land
management plans and decisions as Congress required and supports federal legislation that would cegify and gi
strict legal status to the coordination process which binds federal agencies to negotiate in good faith and to display
valid, compellingandpeerevi ewed evi dence to make any decision o
board of commissioms and conservation district boards;

1.52.2.Providing assistance to states, counties and local governments in coordination and cooperating agency status; anc

1.52.3.Ensuring that local users of natural resources have a strong véarelimanagement and that decisions are made
which benefit the local users of natural resources.

We oppose:

2.1. Any diversion of funds away from schoalad rural counties and into federallgnainistered programs;

2.2. The practice of removing recently acquired tribal trust frodh the property tax rolls. If it is to be removed, we request the
federal government compensate theal units of government for the tax loss;

2.3. Federal agencies requiring a complete archeological and paleontological survey to be made before any activity, regardles
size;

2.4. Restricting access to logging roads by foueelers (OHV) in recreational areas in national pankls and national forest
lands;

2.5. The USFS and the BLM restricting the use of proven beneficiahatime grass, forb and browse speciethere
vegetation, restoration and rehabilitation of these lands. Species both native aradiverused for these purposes should
be those that will be the most effective and be readily available;

2.6. Planting of noxious weeds;

2.7. BLM and USFS fencing standards that are impractical for stockmen;

2.8. The provision of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 which granted police powers to the BLM, and any
BLM attempt to exercise such powers;

2.9. Further introduction of buffalonto federal land. Federal land management agencies should acknowledge the adjudication
of available feed and consider range conditions in granting permission to state and federal departments of wildlife for
introductions or augmentations of wildlife speon federal lands;

2.10.Designating large tracts of land as Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ABEECSs should be smath size, allow
for continued grazingnd consistent with the county master plan;

2.11.Provisions in current law that authorize the secretary of agriculture and the secretary of the interior to enter intotagreeme
or contractswith tribes, which would allow tribes to manage federal forest or rangelands;

2.12.Public lands agencies requiring relinquishment of existing water éghascondition of access for maintenancerapdir
of water works; and

2.13.Funding any program which results in the purchase or management of additional land by the federal government.
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511/ Livestock Grazing

1.

2.

112

Public benefits provided by scienbased grazing managenémclude thriving, sustainable rangelands; quality watersheds;

productive wildlife habitat; viable rural economies; reduction of wildfire hazards; and tax base support for criticaguicks.

We support:

2.1. The following principles fofederal agencies when making decisions regarding the administration of grazing permits:
2.1.1. Cooperate in a timely manner with permittees;

2.1.2. Use proven and accepted scientific analysis methods;

2.1.3. Use prior and concurrent consultationshveredible third parties;

2.1.4. Evaluate and make decisions on an allotriréllotment basis; and

2.1.5. Authorize the continued use of difghway vehicle travel by federal land grazers as necessary to comply with the
terms and conditions dfieir permits;

2.2. The legislatively created and judicially determined "grazing preference" instead of the more uncertain "permitted use"
concept;

2.3. Range improvements paid for by the permittee becoming the property of the permittee;

2.4. A requirement that applicants must own livestock in order to be able to obtain federal grazing permits;

2.5. Legislation which would change all federal grazing permit renewals fromyadiOperiod to a 2@ear period;

2.6. An equitable grazing feahich:

2.6.1. Recognizes the added costs associated with grazing on federafahidsconciles the costs between federal and
private grazing fees;

2.6.2.1s based on good scientific data; and

2.6.3. Provides for the economand social stability of the industry and western rural communities;
2.7. The use of monies received from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) grazing fees for rangeland improvement project
as specified by the Taylor Grazing Astd Federal Land Policy Management Act. Use of grazing fee funds for fire
rehabilitation projects should be restricted to those lands that have been and will continue to be grazed by domestic
livestock;
2.8. A permittee's right to water developedtbyg lessee on federal lanidisaccordance with state water law;
2.9. Leqgislation that will prohibit the secretary of the Interior and the secretary of Agriculture from withholding approwal of an
range improvement project relaterwater development on the basis that the federal government does not own the water
rightsconnected to the project;
2.10.Development of a local appeals process;
2.11.A definition that confines "affected ietest" to persons directly affected either economically or personally to the federal
land of a specific area;
2.12.Alteration of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to make complianceeftesttive, recognizing the
appropriate role fathe permittee in the public involvement process and creating standards that are attainable;
2.13.Ensuring that private properbwners maintaining all rights of private propeitgluding theright to determine who shall
and shall not have access across private pragegtieral agencies should be prohibited from diminishing these rights as a
condition of allowing private individuals the use of federal lands
2.14.Long-term contracts stipulating terms and conditions of grazing use;
2.15.Adequate incentives for optimum investment in private and federal fange improvement;
2.16.Conditions relative to multiple use;
2.17.Severance damages;
2.18.Trespass regulations;
2.19.A requirement that the permittee be granted the increased grazing capacity which accrues from improved range
management;
2.20.Recognition that grazing rights defined by animal unit months (AUM) are bought and sold as personal property and,
therefore, should be considered as such by all government agencies;
221Legi sl ation gr antfigirga ziignmga zprnigv irliegghetssdd onmtl and managed |
historically been utilized for grazing purposes;
2.22.Adding language to the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA) to protect National Grassland
permittees due process protections to the same degree enjoyed and afforded to BLM and National Forest land permittees
2.23.Credits for norfee costs incurred for rangeland improvements and wildlife enhancement practices adopted and
implemented by the permittee;
2.24.A broadbased public relations effort to improve the federal image of public land grazing;
2.25.Use of annual monitoring programs as sufficient to make any necessary modifications to a peraniinitnum of three
years of monitoring being required before making permit changes. The following guidelines should apply to any rangelanc
monitoring program:
2.25.1.The objective of such programs should be to assist in managing federahnaisgl support its continued use for
economically viable livestock grazing while maintaining other multiple uses;

2.25.2.The monitoring of range condition and trend shall be performed only by qualified persons trained in the proper use
of applicable monitoring criteria and protocols;

2.25.3.Such monitoring protocols shall be si#tpecific, scientifically valid and subject to peer review; and



3.

2.25.4.Monitoring data, including field notes, should be available for reviewdrittees and the general public and
should be periodically verified.

2.26.0n state and federal government grazing permits and/ordel@se the word "grazing" needs to be further defined as
livestock consumption of foragend brush for livestock production with benefits of weed and fire control;

2.27.Legislation that would release lessees of private or public faoatsliability arising from incidents witlivestock or
livestock protection animals;

2.28.The continuation and expansion of the Experimental Stewardship Progftathe establishment of at least one
stavardship ranch on each national forest and on each grazing district;

2.29.Compensation for livestock owners for losses which result from livestock entering restricted areas on federal lands

2.30.Compensation for permittees on federal lafudseconomic losses experienced when grazing rights are reduced, due to
drought, wildlife conflict, or fire damage, or terminated to allow the lands invdtvée used for another public purpose or
when the reduction or termination is due to no mismanagement by the permittee. Where feasible, the federal agency shot
offer an allotment in another area to the affected permittee;

2.31.Holders of gazing permits and/or leases not being penalized or removed from allotments due to errors or omissions of the
land managing agency;

2.32.Allowing supplemental feeding on federal rangelands, utilizing weed free forage

2.33.The permanent restoration of grazing advisory boards and revising their procedures to provide effective input from livesto
grazing permittees; and

2.34.Streamlining of the allotment management planning process to ghatigefair settlement can be achieved in a timely
manner through agreement with all interested parties.

We oppose:

3.1. Any buy-out or permanent retirement of BLM and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) grazing permits, inftettext by the
federal government or other organizations;

3.2. The purchase of grazing permits by groups who qualify under the Taylor Graziifghise groups intend to relinquish
the permits to the public land agency;

3.3. The USFS ruling which will prevent grazing permits for twefitye head or less to be transferred; and

3.4. Public agencies retiring permits which have been purchased or are in paid Impnosdivestock users unless the NEPA
process demonstrates grazing is no longer a suitable use of the resource.

512/ National Forest Management

1.

2.

We support:

1.1. Revision of the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) standards and guidelines for the West and Great Plains geographic areas by
adopting livestock grazindimberproduction and mineral development as a primary key value, with wildlife and recreation
as secondary key values, so that yeamd residents' economic opportunities will be expanded and adequate recreational
opportunities will be provided &lhe same time;

1.2. That USFS adhere to federal statutes and the intent of Congress in following the management principles for thcOrganic
of 1897 to secure favorable conditions of water flow and to furnish a continuous suppibef t

1.3. Modifying the base property transfer policy to allow for the transfer of grazing rights without transferring base property or
livestock, provided the purchaser has adequate livestock and base propertyd® the new permit;

1.4. Urging USFS to allow the leasing of grazing permits to another party, when the base property is leased by the same party

1.5. The Forest Service and BLM managing forests for increased twohene production and wildfireeduction, plus logging
of dead, inseeinfested and diseased trees;

1.6. A study of all viable forest consolidation alternatives including those that cross regional boyndaries

1.7. Legislation to guarantee owners of patented property lying within USFS boundaries access to existing roads without
requiring special use permits;

1.8. The USFS paying its fair share for maintenance of local roads anddtextion that pass or go through its boundaries;

1.9. Atimbersales program that does not reduce the allowable cut of titmecontinues to provide an adequate soafecaw
material for timberdependent communities and industry and to support each state'sd¢snhemy;

1.10.0ffering sufficient timbefor sale to give the small operator (small enough to be below bonding limits) an opportunity to bid
on the timberand encourage the harvesting of firewood;

1.11.The sale of marketable saw timdeym USFS land only on a competitive bid basis with right of refusal if bids are below
competitive prices;

1.12.Clearcutting as a forestry management practice where this practice is consistent witsisaécutural practices;

1.13.The rebuilding of the salvage sale program on dead, dying and down;tamder

1.14.Legislation requiring those filing appeals on timbales be required to reimburse the government for all costs incurred by
the appeal if the reasons in the appeal were found to be frivolous in nature and were overridden by USFS or a court of lav

We oppose:

2.1. Allowing the appeals process to halt timbarvest from federal lands once a forest management plan is adopted;

2.2. Further right of way acquisitions until:

2.2.1. Complete studies have been mademfironmental impact, the effect on the private land area and ranching
operations involved, and the effect on people living in the area; and
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2.3.
2.4,

2.2.2. USFS has negotiated with each individual landowner where oigivay acquisition is desired ttetermine what
requirements the landowner wishes, and has satisfied these requirements in a just and equitable manner;

The consolidation of USFS and BLM under one department in either Agriculture or Interior; and

The claing of national forestand public roads.

513/ National Parks Management

1. We support:

2.

1.1. Legislationallowing agricultural activities to be conducted within national pavken there is an historical basis for such a
use;

1.2. Improved access roads through national patlowing motorized access to thesgural resource areas;

1.3. Management of wildlife numbers within national paundaries and wildlife management areas consistent with-range
carrying capacity as developed using standard range management techniques, iochiddhgf wandering wildlife onto
private lands and a program of wildlife disease control within the park system;

1.4. Legislation allowing hunting and trapping in national gatid control the overpopulation of wildlife;

1.5. Retaining the present names of national monunamparks;

1.6. National parkands being available and accessible accommodating the recreational use of these lands. We recommend
designated ATV trails ansbads be readily available, properly identified and posted to be enjoyed for the intended use by
any and all citizens;

1.7. Removing the World Heritaggesignation from all national patand waterways; and

1.8. Providing sanitary restroom facilities in national gaand monuments

We oppose:

2.1. The taking of privately owned land for the development of nationakparpark "buffer zorse"

2.2. The development of a comprehensive plan for the management and usdederatly owned lands and waters by any
federally created commission or agency;

2.3. Efforts to condemn privately owned farmland and ranch land within the boundaries of natiosal park

2.4. The designation of national parlas wilderness areas;

2.5. The establishment of integral vistas surrounding state and nationaj park

2.6. Actions or recommendations by the Natural Heritage Committee of the United Nations if they establish a budfieraahe
national sites which affect the use of lands, waters or natural resources, outside the boundaries of those sites; and

2.7. Removing the National Paervice(NPS) from the Department of the Interior (DOI).

514 / National, Trails, Landmarks & Monuments

1. We support:

2.

1.1. Requiring the government agency involved in cases where federal and private lands are included in a national historic trai
to define the boundaries between these lands;

1.2. Stringent enforcement of trespass laws along all national historical trails

1.3. Any legislation for the study or designation of greenbelt corridegsire notification of private property owners included in
or adjoining the proposed area before enactment;

1.4. Rewriting the Antiquities Act to revoke the executive braneh abi | ity t o de s iGpmyessewithmtteet i o
approval of state and local governments, sthidngl the body to designate national monuments

1.5. Downsizing efforts of currently designated national monuments

1.6. Mandating active management, allowifog grazing mining and logging timbeio maintain the land; and

1.7. Any reform should also require:
1.7.1. That all existing natural resource uses are protected in such desigratidns;
1.7.2. That the Antiquities Act can only be used on contiguously owned federal land and may not be used where a tract of

private land will be surrounded by a designated national monument.

We oppose:

2.1. The «clusion of park lands that have received funds through the Land Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCF) from
consideration for siting power line routes and waste disposal facilities or other public entities; and

2.2. The establishment of nationahdmarkson private lands without landowner consent.

515/ Riparian Area Management

1. We support:

114

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

Expanding the Coordinated Resourcendigemenapproach to consider all existing uses in the development of riparian area
management plans;

The uniform definition of "riparian area" to mean an area of threttly influenced by permanent water that has visible
vegetation or physical characteristics reflective of permanent water influence;

Cooperation with federal land management agencies and researchers by offering demonstration plots tadikkelp esta
dependable scientific data for riparian area management;

Adequate training in plant physiology and animal husbandry for land management personnel working on riparian area
management plans;



1.5. Greater consideration to livestock grazimggds in the development of grazing management policies on riparian areas;

1.6. Grazing associations and/or individual permittees having opportunities to participate and monitor use of ripafiaa areas
practical manner;

1.7. Protection of private property rights in any riparian area management activities;

1.8. Management of riparian areas based on positive cost/benefit ratios;

1.9. Preparation of plans on a sipecific basis;

1.10.Basing allowable use on a percentage of the overall allotment rather than dictated by what use is occurring on specific
riparian areas within allotments; and

1.11.Riparian pastures rather than exclusion corridors, consistent with appropriate streprobeation.

2. We oppose:

2.1. Federal land agencies fencing off riparian areas within grazing allotments. In those rare instances where fencing may be
necessary, we favor fencing only thiéected areas allowing lanes to the stream for livestock watering, esterst
assistance for offite watering;

2.2. Moving too quickly in the planning process on riparian areas before good scientific information through monitoring of
demastration plots identifies the real potential for improvement of the various types of riparian areas and impacts such
management would have on traditional uses; and

2.3. Private land riparian inholdings being considered as sources of datarfiagement decisions or as strategy points to
dictate action on an entire allotment.

516 / Transfer of Federal Lands

1. We support the following guidelines:
1.1. The transfer of public landsom federal land management to state and local governments, including privatization. Lands
transferred to state and local control should be administered under mu#tgpleanagement;
1.2. Due regard must be given to traditional rigbtsise;
1.3. Dominant economic users should have right of first refusal;
1.4. After a refusal, the land under permit, as well as-permitted federal landshould be sold to the highest bidder, or
disposed into private owrghip by an alternate method,;
1.5. Where permitted grazingnds contain commercial timber, timber will be sold to permittee at fair market value
1.6. The capitalization intprivate base property values of attached gradgig values must be fairly and equitably recognized
as prior partial payment of the permitted land;
1.7. Agricultural lands acquired through foreclosure by government lenders sholid transferred to other government
agencies. All rights associated with these lands shall be conveyed to the purchaser and none retained by the seller;
1.8. The funds received from the disposition of federal lestasuld be dedicated to retirement of the national;debt
1.9. The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) should trade or sell land with the current
lessee when so requested. This should be ddnledk up land where current lessee has a checkerboard pattern of deeded
land. Land trades should not erode the county tax base; and
1.10.Government agencies should ledseelopment rights surrounding militafigeilities rather than purchasing the land.
2. We oppose:
2.1. The policy of federal and state government agencies purchasing land from nonprofit organizations at a profit;
2.2. The eligibility for sale of federal lands
2.2.1. Within the National Parksystem (NPS);
2.2.2. Within the National Wildlife Refuge System
2.2.3. Indiantrusts
2.2.4. Wilderness areas
2.2.5. Wild and scenic rivers;
2.2.6. National or historic trails
2.2.7. Nationalconservation areas;
2.2.8. Other congressionally designated areas; and
2.2.9. That contains lakes, which are environmentally or economically important to a state.
2.3. The transfer by deed or leagkany of the federal or statevned lands to any foreign government or the United Nations.
3. We support the Red River Private Propdttgtection Act.

517 / Wild Horses & Burros

1. Affected states should take necessary action to require the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to comply with the provisions ¢
the Wild Free Roaming Horsesd Burros Act (Af). The federal government must support:
1.1. Acknowledging that wild horseand burros are feral animals;
1.2. Managing horse and burro populations in compliance with agency resource manggansnt
13. St ate responsibility and action in accordance with the
1.4. Maintaining a thriving natural ecological balance on the range for all multiple uses;
1.5. Effective and efficienfertility control including sterilizations to minimize population growth and reduce the cost of gathers;
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2.

1.6. Utilizing any humane method of removing excess wild hoasel burros from the range inding, but not limited to, the
use of helicopters, bait and traps and lethal control;

1.7. Adoption of a permit process through which private individuals or entities are able to acquire permits to gather wild/feral
horsegburros for the purpose of controlling their population;

1.8. Transferring title of wild horseimmediately upon adoption;

1.9. Horsesand burros that have been haldjovernment captivity for more than six months and are deemed unsuitable for
adoption being sold without limitation to the highest bidder or being euthanized;

1.10.The testing for diseases;

1.11.Proportional reduction in wild horsad burro numbers in the event livestock numbers have to be reduced for any reason;

1.12.Amending the Act to allow states and tribes the option to manage lamdésirros within their respective boundaries; and

1.13.The development of a program to systematically transfer unadoptable mustangs and burree/tlthaduntries as
humanitarian effort for the use as s&dhle draft animals, transportation and other domestic uses.

We oppose:

2.1. Reduction or elimination of livestock grazinghts due to misuse of federal lands by wild hexseburros;

2.2. Any new or expanded wild horsexd burro territories being established on public land or imposed on private land;

2.3. Using taxpayer funds for marketing campaigns;

2.4. Designating horse or burro herds as treasured or spieeial classifications; and

2.5. Any federal agency providing protection of abandoned or stray horses

518 / Wilderness Areas

1.

Established wildernessiteria threaten multiple use areas by prohibiting the employment of motorized tools and mechanized

vehicles in watersheghanagement, trail maintenance, soil treatment, noxious weed control, waste management and fire

protection.

We support:

2.1. Releasing nowilderness ared®r multiple uses;

2.2. Delisting wilderness study areas (WSA) that have been listed by government agencies for more than five years and fail t
reach wilderness status;

2.3. Requesting the USDA and the Department of the Interior (DOI), in determining roadlessetefise their interpretation
of "roads" as any road that is maintained for vehicular traffic ratharttieadefinition which considers only constructed,
regularly maintained roads as legal roads;

2.4. Allowing permittees operating within designated wilderness aceeare for their livestock, rge improvements, and
control predators in the traditional manner;

2.5. Salvagingtimbeon desi gnated wil derness or WSA6s damaged by na

2.6. Reopening any designated wilderness area (including roadsailgdwhich has been closed to the public and to multiple
use on the petition of a majority of local citizens and/or any local, county or state government;

2.7. Wilderness aredseing available and accessible to accommodate the recreational use of these lands. We recommend
designated ATV trailand roads be readily available, properly identified and posted to be enjoyed for the intsndgd
any and all citizens; and

2.8. Amending the Wilderness Act of 1964 to satisfy local residents' concerns including economics, property rights and water
rights County governmentshould have the right to ratify or reject any proposed wilderness area.

We oppose:

3.1. Expansion of wilderness area$owever, if wilderness legislation becomes imminent, we shoulld tequrotect private
propertyrights and the traditional multiplese practices on federal land;

3.2. Either an express or implied reservation of water or water rfghisilderness or special management areas. We believe
any water rightglaimed for any federal lands should be subject to acquisition only under state watdawghts

3.3. The Environmental Protection AgenflPA) becoming involved in any wilderness studies;

3.4. Including buffer zong in any future wilderness proposals; and

3.5. Any more private propertgeing acquired by state or federal governments for wilderness, national preserve or any other
nonproductive or ne-economical use.

519 / Wildland Fires

1.

11€

We support:

1.1. Management of public forests for wildfit@zard reduction and use of renewable wood products; including thinning and
prescribed burns and the harvest of mature, over mature, and dead timber

1.2. Livestock grazingas a viable fire suppression tool to reduce burnable fuels on federal, state, county and private lands
including grazingcontracts on nograzed public lands to reduce excess fuel that contributes to range or forgst fires

1.3. Clear national direction on timely pefite and diseaseelated salvage and reforestation

1.4. Expediting and streamlining environmental considerations of proposals to remoyéulesd or mature timber

1.5. Changing state and federal wildfipelicy to require that state and federal fire managers and incident commanders
coordinate with county and local fire departments and landowners ingladiimg as first responders and contributing to
firefighting efforts;



1.6. A provision that states and federal agencies will allow forest or rangeland protective associations in neighboring states the
meet the requirements of their home state torente mutual aid agreements with forest and rangeland protective
associations across state lines;

1.7. Changing fire control policy to put any fire out upon arrival or as soon as safely possible when the protection of the health
safetyand property of the citizens are in jeopardy, the local protective associations must be allowed to act beyond the first
response and initial attack phase of fire;

1.8. A provision that state and federal agencies maintain a fire biea&gcally located to protect private property and to
control large wild fires

1.9. State and federal efforts to reduce the risk of catastrophic wijldfire

1.10.A streamlined process done dbaal level for fire suppression and prevention that includes a plan to reduce the fuel load by
targeted grazingprescribed burns, green stripping, permanent fire breaks, waivers from Endangered Species Act (ESA)
protections and Nationalfizironmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements;

1.11.Lifting wilderness restrictions on motorized vehicles when they hamper suppression and prevention activities and when a
fire breaks out;

1.12.Full compensation for property damaged on private oliputanaged land by the federal agency that is in charge of
fighting or controlling the fire/burn, initiated or authorized by that agency;

1.13.Immediate federal response to flood control risks following a wildfiré compensation faroperty owners when flooding
is not controlled;

1.14.Requiring the federal agency to maintain the infrastructure on federal lands that the government has taken out of producti
so that land can be used for grazinghe event of fire on other grazisgctions of the forest;

1.15.High priority to regaining access to remote areas by law enforcement aftemfitéooding;

1.16.The developrant of an improved communications strategy between incident command team managers and grazing
permittees;

1.17.The funding of fire suppression;

1.18.Compliance with countymplemented burn bans on National Foresd Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands; and

1.19.Federal land and state management agencies pursuing aggressive initial attack procedures on wiltiahdifirgs
wilderness areas

2. We oppose wildland fire use on or adjacent to government agency gadlnimgents prior to or during active grazisgasons.

LAND

525/ Land Ownership

1. Experience has shown that an improving environment is dependent upon economic productivity, and that economic productivit
is dependent upon private ownership of the means of produBiaause we view land as a means of production, we are troubled
that over onehird of the land in this nation is owned by the federal government.

2. Research, documentation, and designation of natural, historical, scenic or exceptional sites shalatest occur without:

2.1. Prior written notification to the owner and local elected officials of complete purpose and scope of the study or designatior

2.2. Landowners' consent in writing; and

2.3. All records of the above being made n@nd available to the public.

3. We support:

3.1. A national policy of no net loss of private lands;

3.2. An option for current surface landowners to buy back U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Natural Resource Conservation
Service perpetuaonservation easements at market value;

3.3. The right of a producer to use conservation easements;

3.4. State and local input in the establishment of any federal heritage area or corridor. Private pobperty a mans for a
private propertyowner, a county, or other municipal authority to opt out of a proposed or established heritage area or
corridor;

3.5. The principle that any land designation by the United Natwrasy other notJ.S. entity must first be approved by
Congress;

3.6. Compensation to local governments or their political subdivisions when the federal government devalues real property
belonging to these entitiesrtugh rules, regulations, mandates, or restrictions in the amount that the real property was
devalued or funds in lieu of taxes reduced;

3.7. The continuation of all nereservation property being subject to the same taxes and laws aftendhie purchased,
acquired or given to Native American nations and put into trust;

3.8. Payment by the federal government of defendant attorneys' fees, disbursements, court fees and costs, and any monetary
damages awarded to Native Americamsases brought by tribes against the property of individual landowners;

3.9. Repeal of Section 2 of the Crow Act of 1920 (acreage ownership limitation); and

3.10.Streamlining statutory and regulatagquirements that protect archaeological (cultural) resources.

4. We oppose:

4.1. Further expansion of federal land ownership
4.2. Using federal funds to finance land acquisitions byeempt environmental organizations and transferring lands owned by
such groups to any federal agency;
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4.3. Mandated perpetual easements;

4.4. The qualification of newly acquired land by Native Americasdribal for construction of casinaad other such activities;
4.5. The taking of privately owned land in settling Indian lafeims; and

4.6. The takingby the federal government of private land into trust for the development-dsafvation business enterprises.

526 / Land Use Planning

1.

2.

3.

We believe that land use plaingcan best be accomplished at the county or comparable level of government and by private

landowners.

Adequate returns on investment from agricultural land and tax incentives for production agriculture are ¢fiectivst

methods of preserving production of food and fiber.

We support:

3.1. Requiring all lands, including state and federal lands, being subject to all provisions of local land use ptdimanges
that do not adversely affect private propeights or the selective restraint of commerce;

3.2. Legislation preventing an agency from controlling the use of lands by proclamation;

3.3. The use of incentives ®ncourage commercial reuse or redevelopment of existing business or industrial sites rather than
new undeveloped site;

3.4. The following safeguards in any land use plan:
3.4.1. Representation of agricultural producers on all planning and contaodi&o
3.4.2. The right of appeal by an individual landowner at all levels, especially the local level; and
3.4.3. Protection for private ownership rights;

3.5. The voluntary transfer of development rigtadimit farmland conversion;

3.6. Continued funding of the Forelseégacy Act and

3.7. Conservation easemearfor less than perpetuity to be available to farmers and ranchers with a federal tax deduction.

We oppose:

4.1. The continued encroachment of federal and state agencies and local governments on agricultural landgorest

4.2. Federal legislation and agency policy which would impose land use regulations as a qualification for federal grants and
loans;

4.3. Any effort to establish buffer areas without just compensation around parks, preserves or other areas bedagfqrotect
their environmental or ecological value;

4.4. The formation or expansion of any state or federal wildéfeiges recreational, conservation or wilderness areas which
result in a neloss of private lands;

4.5. The creation of a national wildlifeefuge by the U.S. Fish and Wildlifervice without Congressional approval;

4.6. State or national wildlifeefuges recreational or conservation areas impeding the existing natural and artificial drainage
systems of landowners in the watershed;

4.7. Compliance with NaturgResource Conservation Service (NRCS) standards as a requirement in any farmland protection
program

4.8. Arbitrary limitations in the federal Farmland Protection Progthat may discourage participation or impair state or local
initiatives; and

4.9. Federal assistance to states for land use planning

527 | Private Forestry

1.

3.

11€

Our forests constitute one of our most valuable renewable resources. Forestry should continue to be recognized as an

environmentally beneficiadgricultural enterprise. We believe that cleatting and prescribed burning are beneficial tools in

forest, wildlife and environmental management.

Under the forestry title of any farm law, the program should be administered in the $téiaes

2.1. The governor, with landowner and state Farm Bureau input, should appoint a committee made up of a majority of private
timberland interests; and

2.2. The state committee should not allow permanent transfer of property rights allavbilingygccess to private lands.

We support:

3.1. A privately owned, sustainegleld forest industry assisted by essential public services such as research, fire protection and
pest control;

3.2. The development and use of voluntary cerdiicn programs as a means of supporting sustainable forestry practices, while
allowing forest landowners to be recognized and rewarded for their conservation practices;

3.3. The cooperation of all government agencies in efforts to improve the managdmpamate forests;

3.4. Research to improve the quality and productivity of privatesindastrial forest lands and favor casffective technical
assistance, production and incentive programs;

3.5. The use of tax incentives for improving foréend management practices;

3.6. The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) providing regular updates to its inventory of forest growth and condition on public and
private timberlands. The inventory should not be used to identify endangered or threateneaispesidsabitat;

3.7. The use of renewable and environmentally friendly resources such as wood and agricultural products for the construction
pallets and containers for use in shipping;



3.8. The design of timberland riparian zone managemerdifspaions to accommodate stream sizes and classification, stream
bank conditions, and timber management as determined by a professional forester;

3.9. Requiring governmental agencies to pay the private landowner the difference in the value betwesst grofitable way
to manage timberland and the value left in those instances when governmental regulations require the involuntary taking
the landowner's property rights;

3.10.Developing a federal KudzQost Sharing Eradication Rpam administered through the USFS;

3.11.Federal legislation to address interstate theft of timber based on point of harvest and on point of first delivery;

3.12.The idea that governmental agencies should accept financial responsibility whaparagtifollow specific tree transplant
program guidelines and seedlings are damaged or destroyed,;

3.13.The reclassification of Christmas tredrom a forestry product to an agricultural product; and

3.14.A hardwood timber reforestatiggrogram.

4. We oppose restrictions on the process or use of chemically treated fprodects without adequate research.

528 / Sodbuster and Swampbuster

1. The regulatory provisions under the sodbuster and swampisustitte should be directed to the original conservation goals of

not plowing out fragile grasslands and wetlands. Unless the regulations can be revised to be consistent with these goals, we

support:
1.1. Legislation to repeal the current sodbuster and swamphestgiations. Implementation of sodbuster regulations should not
differentiate between persons holding or not holding conservation reserve prugtaacts;
1.2. Allowing the secretary to waive penalties if converted wetlands would have a minimal effect on the biological and
hydrological value of a wetland;
1.3. Local Farm Service Agency (FSA) committees determining the reasonatieumirsize;
1.4. Vegetative crops grown as rotation crpjpgluding hay should be exempt from the sodbuster provisions;
1.5. A statute of limitations of two years for FSA and the Natural Resources Conservation Service {0iR@Hands
violations. The standard for determining fines for such violations, the prosecution to be performed, and the penalties
assessed should be completed in a timely manner (one year or less). Penalties should only apply to future crop years on
nonmmpliant tracts and landlords and tenasfisuld be allowed an opportunity to mitigate before penalties are applied for
actions taken in good faith;
1.6. Farmers being allowed to maintain and improve existing draisggjems. FSA should only withhold payments on disputed
converted acres and not the entire farm. When a dispute over converted acres does occur, county and state FSA committ
shall have the authority to negotiate a reasonable settlement. Farms not émfeliiedal FSA programs should not be
required to meet swampbustard sodbuster requirements. FSA, NRCS and the Army Corps of Engineers should help, not
hinder, efforts to tile fields, thus improving overall water quality
1.7. Drainagedistricts that maintain drainagructures being allowed to upgrade those structures, especially those at or near the
end of their life expectancy, without subjectingdamwners to wetland violations or any additional federal permits;
1.8. The timely issuance of wetland determinations by qualified NRCS staff;
1.9. A unified method of wetland determinations by NRCS for all agencies;
1.10.Amending 7CFR614.6(b) to allow NRCS to notify participants of preliminary technical decisions of the Food Security Act
of 1985 to be sent regular mail for radverse decisions; and
1.11.Until repeal, we support overhauling the rules for sodbuster and swamplndteting but not limited to the following:
1.11.1.1f an area of a farm produces a crop on a wetter than normal year, it should be exempt from a wetland classificatio
and labeled nometland;

1.11.2.All areas where any form of diitial drainagehas been used prior to the 1985 swampbustes and the intent was
to make crop production possible, that those areas be labelegetiand or prior converted wetland;

1.11.3.Establish a requiremetd meet hydrology criteria for a wetland be raised from the current 50 percent to 66.67
percent of the time on normal year aerial photography;

1.11.4.Limiting the penalty and/or crop insurareebsidy loss for the violation of rules dealing with highly erodible land
wetlands and other conservation compliastaadards to the individual FSA tract nogn where the violation
occurred rather than the farmerds entire operation;

1.11.5.Using a normal year rainfall base map for identifying possible wetland locations and sizing. If they do not appear ol
the base map, they are not a wetland,;

1.11.6.Usingsite specific rainfall data;

1.11.7.Including in the 2018 farm bilfield areas labeled prior converted should be qualified for tile installation to improve
soil health and to prevent the proliferation of invasixeed patches;

1.11.8.All wetland determinations and field surveys done by certified private wetland specialists should be final and not
subject to additional review by NRCS;

1.11.9.Mitigation based on a functional capacity standéut,not to exceed an aefer-acre requirement; and

1.11.10. Sever the requirement of conservation complianaegard to crop insuranseibsidiesf sufficient
progress in implementing the preceding objectives cannot be met.

2. We oppose farm program incentives that encourage producers to bring fragilaridedsultivation. Fragile landse defined as
those lands that NRCS deems to be subject to excessive rates of wind and water erosion.



529 / Sovereign Nations

1.

We oppose:

1.1.
1.2.
1.3.

Identification of Native American Tribes as "Sovereign Natipns

Federal legislation that would create sovereign states of Native American reservations; and

Any effort of any federally recognized Native American Tribe to extend their reservation status or sovereigryibainon
lands.

PROPERTY RIGHTS

535 / Eminent Domain

1. The taking of property or easements should be permitted only when there is@utlgallic project and the completion of the
project is guaranteed.

Eminent domairshall not be used to condemn or transfer property from one private entity to another private entity for economic
development or any other private use.

We support:

2.

3.

4.

3.1

3.2.
3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.
3.7.

3.8.

3.9.

Prompt, just and adequate compensation, including legal costs, expedsaites, associated costs, relocation costs,
appraisals including highest and best use, replacement costs and participation fees;
Adequate time to allow for satisfactory relocation of former owners;
The following procedures in eminentrdain proceedings:
3.3.1. Good faith negotiations by the condemning entity to acquire property before initiating condemnation
3.3.2. Providing a landowner in eminent domain cases five years from the time of the original sefttewi@oh to
negotiate claims for damages that may not have been confirmed at the time of the initial settlement.
3.3.3. Requiring forprofit commercial utilities to compensate landowners at a minimum twice the appraisal of the highest
and best use. In diion, such utilities shall pay a yearly fee for each pole, tower or pipeline erected ondiodest
and farmland, with the fee adjusted for inflation
3.3.4. Requiring public bodies proposirgquisition of property for public purposes to send a written notice at least 60 days
prior to any formal public hearing and to hold such hearing before any land is optioned or purchased;
3.3.5. Giving property owners the right to judicial review of theed and location of the proposed taking; and
3.3.6. Requiring companies to obtain a performance bond to fulfill the obligations of the easement or license agreement;
Requiring entities having the power of eminent domain for right of way, éstheondemnationthreat of condemnatiowor
easement to maintain natural drainage and being held liable for damage to landowners;
Freedom from liability for landowner or tenant for any accidental or iedemt breakage or disruption of service on any
lines, cablesr pipelines
An environmental impact statement being prepared as a prerequisite for any eminent domain proceeding;
Changes indgislation regarding eminent domain cases that would strengthen the rights of landowners and would allow
them greater latitude to present evidence in court proceedings;
All utility lines, cablesand pipelinedeing properly installed according to appropriate specifications. Such installations
should be adequately marked; and
Maintaining state authority to exempt normal agricultural and farm tillage practisasofrecall requirements under
Federal Pipeline Safety Regulations.

We oppose:

4.1.
4.2.
4.3.

4.4,
4.5.

4.6.

4.7.

4.8.

The use of eminent domain for recreational purposes, open gpaete economic development or expgansf the land
holdings of wildlife agencies;

Legislation which grants the right of federal eminent domain to any additional entities;

The ability of norelected boards, agencies and commissions, public or privatdjze the eminent domain process;
Condemnatiorf property in fee title if a lesser interest will suffice;

The use of eminent domain to acquire properties intended for &aleeAny lands taken for public purposes and not
promptly used for that purpose (i.e., within a maximum period of five years) must be offered immediately to the prior
owners or their heirs at a price no higher than the original purchase price;

The practice of acquiring new rights of wiyough farmland when existing public corridors exist, such as railways,
highways, power lines, pipelinestc. Governmerdwned lands and wetlandhould be utilized prior to the consideration of
any privately owned land;

Legislation that grants the right of federal eminent domain to any additional entity except in crossing property controlled b
another carrier that already haddeal eminent domain authority; and

Any government entity taking private propebty adverse possession without just compensation.

536 / Proprietary Data

1.

12C

Proprietary dataollected from farming and agricultural operations is valuable, should remain the property of the farmer, and
warrars protection.
2. We support:



2.1. Farm equipment owners and individual service technicians having access to diagnostic tools, equipment, procedures,
service, and technical information necessary at a fair and reasonable price;

2.2. Efforts tobetter educate farmers and ranchers regarding new technology or equipment that may receive, record, transmit,
share and/or sell their farming and production data;

2.3. Requiring anyone who is collecting, storing, and analyzing proprietaryidakading photographs, to provide full
disclosure of their intended use of the data;

2.4. Formation of standardized protocols regarding privacy and terms of conditions to ensure a standard definition of all
components within the camatct. We should be an active participant in developing these protocols;

2.5. Compensation to farmers whose proprietary @éashared with third parties that offer products, services or analyses
benefitting from that data;

2.6. Multiple participation options being included in all contracts;

2.7. All proprietary information between the farmer and the company remaining between the two entities. This would not
preclude a farmer from sharing data with whomever hedsbeses (e.g., a consultant);

2.8. Ensuring proprietary datare stored at an entity that is not subject to a Freedom of InfornfattdiFrOlA) request, utilizing
all safeguards, including encrygn, to protect the data;

29. The farmerds right to enter i nto agtoanethneemmoducex (e.d. itadaed r r
sale);

2.10.Private companies enteriimgo agreements which would allow for the compatibility/updating of equipment and updating of
software;

2.11.The right of a farmer to have access to their own data, regardless of when it was shared with a company;

2.12.Language inuser agreemeno nt r acts to all ow producers to remove the
companydés ability to sell or use that data in the futu

213.Programs to increase producers6 awareneedsruseds how t heir

2.14.Ag-tech providergATP) assuming liability of all data breaesy

2.15.ATPsclearly explaining the definton of the terms Aaffiliate, 0 Abusiness
contracts;

2.16.Farmers having the ability to control when and where they utilize precision ag technology, He-field kill switch; and

2.17.The deelopment and use of independent, tipatty evaluation of the variables used by ATiPtheir privacy policies and
user agreements.

We oppose any federal agency or Fedigible entity from serng as a data clearinghouse for all proprietary datggregated

data collected by private companies.

537 / Private Property Rights

1.

2.

3.

4.

We believe inthe American capitalistic, private, competitive enterprise system in which property is privately owned, privately
managed and operated for profit and individual satisfaction. Any erosion of that right weakens all other rights guaranteed to
individuals bythe Constitution. Any action by government that diminishes an owner's right to use his property constitutes a takir
of that owner's property.
When regulations or legislation regarding rare, threatened or endangered gpenoMisonmental restrictions alter agricultural
practices, agricultural producers should be compensated for the cost of these altered agricultural practices.
New technology expands the boundaries of property rigfriagement. Federal laws should evolve with these technological
advancements to maintain the traditional concepts of private property rights
We support:
4.1. Government providing dugrocess and compensation to the exact degree that an owner's right to use and the value of the
property has been diminished by government action;
4.2. All levels of government abiding by the Fifth Amendmgmnthe Constitution”No person shall be deprived of life, liberty
or property without due process of law; nor shall priv
4.3. An open public process for the transfer of lands and/or regulatory jurisdicetmedm state, federal and/or local agencies
for development that considers the impact on surrounding land, including agriculture;
4.4. Legislation that requires federal officials to identify themselves, notify property owners and obtain writtenipermnias
search warrant before going onto private property;
4.5. Requiring all federal officials, when visiting an agricultural entity, to present photo identification and one other form of
identification, with a copy of one being left on site;
4.6. Regulation that would prevent the publication of mppsiuced by GPS data without marking private rceslgot available
for public use;
4.7. Regulation that would prevent intermretiting through private roads<cept for delivery to a specific home or business
located on the private road;
4.8. Review of all federal regulations that encroach on the rights of property owners;
4.9. A definition of privae property that includes all land, timber, water rigitsther valuable considerations associated with
land ownership;
4.10.Enactment of presidential Executive Order 12630 regarding the protection of private propéstawig
4.11.The basis for just compensation being fair market vafube property or the economic loss to the owner or any adjoining

landowner whose property is devalued,;
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5.

4.12.Compensation for partial taking$ the property being based on the reduction in the value of the total property;

4.13.Business owners having the exclusive righpttohibit tobaccaise in their private business;

4.14.Buffers around the perimeter of military basiesigned to keep land in production agriculture being clearlystaxt on that
purpose alone;

4.15.Reimbursement to businesses, industries and farmers who have expended sums of money to prove they are meeting
environmental regulations if they show they were meeting the requirements before the governnogriwestioned their
performance;

4.16.Protection of adjoining landowners by providing adequate fencing and protection from liability issues related to the use of
such facilities in cases where recreational traiésestablished,;

4.17.Legislation that allows any U.S. citizen, regardless of race, color, creed or national origin, to own;reindeer

4.18.Legislation that would protect innocent private property owners from psopenfiscation in the event that illegal
substances are found, stored or growing on private property without the landowner's knowledge or consent;

4.19.Legislation to ensure that all information, including video and audio recordings, freatepiarms and farm production is
treated as private property and is to be made available and/or controlled by the farm owner and operator. We believe that
estate administrator or trustee shall have access to all digital assets and other eleatrst dommunication as part of
the estate;

4.20.Continued public availability of Differential Global Positioning System signals;

4.21.Repeal of those provisions of scenic byway legislation that would result in the loss of progety rights

4.22.The right to sell land remaining in the hands of landowners; and

4.23.1f the government claims an important public interest in private property itéheulequired to specifically identify the
area and the reason for the determination.

We oppose:

5.1. Any legislation or application of the Public Trust Doctrthat would allow public access to or through private property
without permission of the property owner or authorized agent;

5.2. The gathering of data from private property when that data may be used to facilitate federal land use planning

5.3. Action by federal agencies, acting individually or collectively, which would result in:
5.3.1. An involuntary net loss of private land in any state; and
5.3.2. Increasing the amount of land which is exempt from state and local laws and property taxes

5.4. Any agency designating a citizen's land as a historical site without the owner's approval;

5.5. Regulatory enforcement based solely on aerial surveiljance

5.6. Government entities, other than local fire authorities, regulating burning of burdensome vegetative growth on private
property

5.7. Any concept of civil asset forfeiture that allows any agency to seize private property without due process and without a
presumption of innocence of the property owner; and

5.8. All federal funding used to design, build, imiin, utilize or provide access to a federal database or geospatial information
on community disparities in access to affordable housing.

538 / Rightof-way Easement

1.
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Easement rights of way obtained by public or private sectors shall not be committed to any new or additional purpose either
during their original usage or after abandonment without consent of the owner of the land underlyingribate¥iée promote
the philosophy that if rights of way are developed for recreational purposes, lands should be purchased from willilgesellers.
oppose federal legislation that would deny or postpone the reversionary property rights or interestsyirigiodedjacent
property owners to railroad, utility or road rights of way that are no longer being used for the purpose for which thfewights
were granted.
We oppose permitting utility rights of way, including railroad rights of way, tadeel for other purposes without permission of
adjoining landowners and the holder of the underlying property interest. We oppose the use of National Interest Energy
Transmission Corridor designations to facilitate condemnati@yricultural land, open spacand conservation or preservation
easements. Historic livestock drivewasfould be kept open for use on federal and state lands. When a railroad is abandoned, thi
rights of way show be returned by the railroad to the adjacent and/or underlying property owners. Where the railroad owns the
right of way, in fee simple, the property should first be offered for sale to adjacent landowners with right of firsupefiusal
discontinuance farail service.
Property owners should have access to condition reports of underground pigealigesy fuel or other hazardous materials in
their community.
We support repeal of the National Tralgstem Act (NTSA) unless it is amended to protect the rights of property owners in the
following manner:
4.1. Permit railbankingvithout inteim trail use, and permit landowners to retain abandoned railroad corridors failarses
that will preserve the opportunity for restored rail use in the future;
4.2. Require railroads to provide timely personal notice to each landowfaebeach proposed abandonment;
4.3. Require railroads to reveal to each landowner before abandonment the full and complete legal basis on which the railroad
has claimed its right to occupy the corridor. If the railroad's right is lessekasirhple ownership, the railroad should be
required to disclose to each landowner that its occupancy right will be extinguished upon abandonment;



4.4. Permit and encourage every landowner to participate in the abandonment proceedingfandeasohs for or against
railbankingor trail use;

4.5. Create a predictable, objective, bridine standard that abandonment is deemed to be consummated no later than nine
months after issuance afithority to abandon by the Surface Transportation B(&Fa);

4.6. Require STB to supervise, monitor and enforce its orders and conditions on railbanked land, or to empower state and locz:
governments talo so, without premption by federal authorities;

4.7. Create a procedure for reinstatement of rail service on railbanked corridors;

4.8. Provide a clear and simple procedure to compensate landowners for their interest in land that is taken as a result of a
railbankingorder;

4.9. Require a public comment period or hearing, prior to issei@f any authorization for interim use, where contiguous
landowners and other citizens have the opportunity for input into the railbgmkiogss;

4.10.Require that STB evaluate and make specific figdiregarding the appropriateness of a proposed railbamkingider
comments from adjacent landowners, consider the effects of any proposed interim trail use on the safety, health, security,
privacy, biosecurityfood security and economic interests of the adjacent landowners, and determine if tbewiajis
suitable for interim trail use prior to issuing a Certificate of Interim Trail Use or Notibgesfm Trail Use;

4.11.Establish procedures granting STB authority to accept or reject any railbagkagments entered into between the railroad
and a trail sponsor;

4.12.Require the il sponsor be responsible for liability, rigbf-way fencing, taxes, control of noxious weeds, maintenance of
the rights of way and other costs which were required of the railroad, and compensate the owners of rights of way for use
the property easemg

4.13.Require local governing body approval of the recreational trail project before STB can accept the raifigrelkiment
between the railroad and the trail sponsor;

4.14.Following a public comment period, allow only those railroad rights of way which have a realistic probability of being used
again for a railroad to be approved for railbankioiga maximum of 10 years; and

4.15.Request state and local authorities to supervise, monitor and enforce safety, health, land use and other conditions on
railbanked land without premption by federal authorities.

539 / Rightto-farm

1. We support responsible actions designed to allow and protect the privilege and the rights of farmers, ranchers and commercial
fishermen to ppduce and market without undue or unreasonable restrictions, regulations or harassment from the public or priva
sectors. We support actions to ensure that farmers are protected from undue liability and nuisamoerscésying out normal
production practices.

2. We support basic rigitb-farm, right-to-harvest, righto-access roads and highways policies designed to secure legislation
defending 100 percenf the owner's interest in agricultural development of rural land.

3. All recognized farming practices should be covered under thetaglatm policies. We oppose any attempt to restrict or regulate
geneally accepted farming practices.

4. The federal government should not classify agricultural operations as industrial or commercial enterprises simply bedause the
not fit traditional perceptions of agriculture. Agricultural activitigke on many forms and change over time.

WATER

545 / Floodplain Management

1. The National Flood Insurance ProgréNFIP) should be designed to provide ins@w&mot regulate land use. It should not be
designed to revert the floodplain to its (historic, former) undeveloped state. Furthermore, rules and regulations regarding
floodplain management should not supersede private property. Mybteppose governmentandated flood insurance.

2. We oppose additional restrictions on activities in the floodplain resulting from the implementation of Presidential Executive
Order 13690.

3. Agriculture in a floodplain should be given recognition as providing positive benefits to the environment and the public good.
These benefits should receive the same consideration in cost/benefit analysis as do other environmental benefits.

4. A onesizefits-all approach to floodplain regulations does not accommodate the unique physical differences among floodplains.

5. Regulations, including NFIP, should recognize those differences, which range from the expansive floodpigjosrofers to
narrow riverine to noiiverine depressions.

6. If alevee's flood level protection certification would be lowered due to a revised flow frequency study, structuresteldat exi
behind the levee prior to the-certificationshould be grandfathered and managed under the NFIP as though the higher flood
protection certification still applies. Structures built after the levee's recertification should be managed undertiiat apliely
with the then current certified flood peattion level.

7. We support:

7.1. Revisions in Federal Emergency Management AgE€REYA) regulations to:
7.1.1. Allow the limited issuance afertain construction permits by units of local government where the applicant has
assumed all risk for flood damage to the structure without jeopardizing the receipt of NFIP funds and other federal
monies for those who wish to participate in federal insteadisasterand loan programs;
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7.2,
7.3.

7.4,

7.5.

7.6.
7.7.

7.8.

7.9.

7.1.2. Provide NFIP and disastpayment eligibility for agricultural property including but not limited to protection from
less than 10Qear floods. The insurance offered surch property should be at a rate which reflects the degree of
protection provided;

7.1.3. Allow structures located in a floodplain that are "substantially damaged" by means other than a flood to be rebuilt
without regard to NFIP regulations atwdmaintain flood insurance eligibility;

7.1.4. Update all floodplain mapsvery 10 years to accurately reflect existing topography; and

7.1.5. Continue NFIP exemption of property behind properly designed, built, andaim&id 106year certified levees,
dams, and other flood control infrastructures;

That property owners should be notified and a public hearing held before floodplain designation changes are made;

A local, state and/or teral farmland easemeptogram that allows farming, but provides easerpagtnents for temporary

flood storage;

Streamlining the cooperation and coordination between FENRgwernment agencies both within and between states by

funding and allowing the Army Corps of Engineers Construction Division to coordinate all flood fighting efforts;

The Corps of Engineers as the lead agency for setting standards usdiyttewees as protecting against certain levels of

flooding. These standards should include provisions to allow reasonable flexibility in administration of the rules such as:

7.5.1. If the capacity of the levee is found deficient, adequate should be allowed for repairs before decertification; and

7.5.2. Rules should account for acceptable levels of permeability in sand levees and the capability to bolster levees during
floods;

FEMA interim guidelines for wet floogroofing of agricultural structures and efforts to make them permanent;

Amendments to federal regulations and policy that would require dewatdraggicultural lad as part of flood recovery

efforts;

Allowing the replacement construction costs of a structure to be used instead of market value to measure the damage to :

structure for purposes of determining whether "substantial damage" has begn done

Revising NFIP regulations to allow counties and municipalities, at the local unit's discretion, to sell to private owaers tho

properties bought out by FEMAn such cases, the property should include an esgteastricting surface development

rights but allowing normal agricultural practices;

7.10.Full federal funding for improvement to levees to maintain the existing level of flood frequency protection when induced

increases ifloodwaters occur due to the adoption of a Comprehensive Plan for Flood Control;

7.11.USDA-NRCS Emergency Watershed ProtectfBRVP) Program modification to assistriners in disasteteclared areas in

rebuilding and constructing new protection levees and restoring land due to damage from debris, contamination and seve

erosion through:

7.11.1.Removal of funding caps onnd and levee restoration and rebuilding programs;

7.11.2.Funding land and levee construction based on an approval process of fair cost estimates; and

7.11.3. Availability of long-term, lowinterest loans for farmers and landowners wuagko restore their farmland and levee
protection systems; and

7.11.4.Adding cropland to the definition of EWP valuable assets, allowing cropland reclamation activity following flood
events to be funded by the NRCS EWP program;

7.12.Reimbursement for the destruction of property caused by the release of water from a reservoir or the opening of a levee,

from the budget of the responsible agency; and

7.13.We oppose flood insurance policy holders being penalized or losirgyage due to others in the same flood plain not

procuring the mandatory flood insurance.

546 / U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' Authority

1. We support:
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1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

1.7.

Legislation to amend Section 406#the Clean Water Act (CWA) to restrict the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' (Corps)
authority to waterwayssed for transporting interstaded foreign commerce, or which can be made navigable for these
purposes with reasonable effort. We urge that legislation be enacted to clarify and restrict the Corps' responsiibles to t
which it exercised prior to 1972;

The Corps completmits review of any application and providing a definitive response within 60 days of submission;
Legislation restricting the Corps' authority to navigable streamdsflowing waterwaythat have cotimiuous flow 365 days

a year. The jurisdiction of the Corps should be constrained to navigable waterways

The Corps and Environmental Protection Age(ielyA) regulations that exclude carted cropland from the definition of
waters of the United States;

Legislation to enable farmers and ranchers to protect their property from streaanbsiok The Cor, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS), National Marine Fishery Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA), and EPA should work with state regulatory officials to allow landowners the flexibility to manage streambank
erosionwithout a sitespecific permit;

Allowing all structures that are washed out or damaged in floods to be rebuilt or repaired in the original channel to the
extent possible;

Legislation that provides the Corps the authority and funding to develop and construct streamabstmbreline protection
projects to prevent erosi@amages to infrastructure;



2.

1.8. The Cor paying damages to farmers for lands lost to erasidiooding on river®r resulting from new navigation locks
and dam of Corps managed projects;

1.9. Inclusion of the value of crops gromin a storm surge protected area as part of thebewsfit ratio for storm surge
protection plans;

1.10.Enhancing the present reservoir system with added emphasis on flood control and water supply development;

1.11.Bondingauthority for the Corps to expedite lock and dam improvement projects to result in a reduction in project cost and
saving of taxpayer dollars;

1.12.The release of water from Corps' lakes in a manner that prevents floodinglgfigwlownsteam lands;

1.13.Removal of log jams and impediments being a part of routine maintenance programs on outlet streams;

1.14.Completion of all Yazoo Basin flood control projects, including the Yazoo Valley Backwater Project, and the installation of
punping stations to relieve the backwater flooding problems;

1.15.Requiring a cosbenefit analysisf the effects of changing the hours of operations of any lock and dam. The analysis shoulo
include:
1.15.1.The effect on the Corps, local communities and businesses that use or are affected by the lock and dam; and
1.15.2.Public input;

1.16.The Corps modifying operations of the current Master Water Control Manual to place primary emplilagsid control;

1.17.The Corps having authority to make seasonal management adjustments to the Master Manual or Annual Operation Plan t
minimize flooding impacts to urban and rural areas. These temporary adjustments should be balanced wittahgricultu
navigation, transportation, municipal, irrigation, and power generation uses of the river system;

1.18.Efforts to establish uniform flood control standards between states;

1.19.The expansion of existing levee districts, or the creation ofleese districts, with the proper funding mechanisms to meet
the new Federal Energy Management Agency/Corp of Engineers levee standards;

1.20.The concept of using the Risk Informed Decision Framework that addresses four evaluation areasec@ionmad
development, environmental quality, regional economic development and other social effects;

1.21.The Corps adopting flood control, electric generation, navigation and agriculture as their top priorities, and annual
appropriations should reflethese priorities;

1.21.1. Lake levels in lakes created or maintained for the purpose of flood control and currently under a lake regulation
schedule should be maintained by the Corpsdéd standar
1.212.The Cor psd muoit eperations and water cerdr@ manuals to increase water supply where possible;
1.22.Shifting all habitat restoration funds to restoration and repairs of levees and other infrastructure;
1.23.Dredgingnavigable waterto maintain the transportation infrastructure vital for agriculture;
1.24.The Corps holding annual meetings in each district to seek public input into the best use and operations of its projects; an
1.25.Edablishing guidelines to facilitate the removal of fleaated hazards or related stream cleagictiyities by property
owners or municipalities. These guidelines would:
1.25.1.Provide that in situatiordeemed emergencies by local, county, state, or national authoritiesydlatet! hazards
may be removed prior to any notification of the agencies;

1.25.2.Require that environmental agencies be notified prior to the removal ofritdetgd hazards oelated stream
clearingactivities; and

1.25.3.Not require permits or professional engineering services.

We oppose:

2.1. Dredgeandill regulations being applied to agricultural land;

2.2. The use of federal tax dollars appropriated for erosmnirol by the Corps being diverted to buy land or easements;

2.3. The Corps charging fees to water utilities for water storage, for water withdrawal baSedoshloss of revenue, for annual
operation and maintenance costs, and for percentage of any major dam repairs;

2.4. Any attempt by the Corps to increase fees for their services. The Corps should carry out its obligations to maintain stream
flow and dainagein public waterwaysThe Corps should protect agricultural land use, flood control, power generation and
navigation when making decisions about rivéi@nd and other floodainage restoration costs should be considered in cost
benefit analysior private levee repair costs. The Corps should place a value on wedtpralgo the appised value for
the land when calculating celsenefit ratios for levee repairs, which includes the value of public services in the
calculations;

2.5. The Corps requiring a spring rise of the waters under the jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers;

2.6. Efforts by the Corps or the EPA to expand +tiolal wetlandsand

2.7. The Corps taking higlvater easements for the purpose of raising water levels without just compensation to landowners.

547 | Water Quality

1.

Agricultural Point Sources/Concentrated Animal Feeding Operat®on
1.1. Any new rules, regulations or enforcement of the Clean Water Act (CA¥Applied to concentrated animal feeding
operatiols must:
1.1.1. Take into consideration the unique climate and topography of each state;
1.1.2. Preserve the 2ear 24hour storm permit exemption;
1.1.3. Not extend point source regulations to nompgburces such as farm and ranch fields and pastures;
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1.2.

1.3.

1.1.4. Clarify the definition of process wastewaterexclude water mixed with minute amounts of feedstuffs or dust around
animal buildings;

1.1.5. Allow individual staes to retain control of implementation of CWegulations and compliance monitoring; and

1.1.6. Trigger enforcement only by an actual illegal discharge into the waters of the United States.

We support:

1.2.1. Use ofvoluntary best management practices be included in Concentrated Animal Feeding Of@AdiOh nutrient
management plans;

1.2.2. Development and use of alternative technology for livestock feeding mperaicluding vegetative treatment areas;

1.2.3. Costshare programs to offset the cost of building and maintaining lagowhether waste management systems
when farmers are required to build such systems by state and federal ragulatio

1.2.4. Laws or regulations absolving farmers from liability claims of environmental pollution when building, managing or
operating livestock facilities according to the federal CAFO rules;

1.2.5. Allowing agriculture producers to use herbicidescading to label instructions for moss and plant control in canals
and ditches without having to obtain a permit;

1.2.6. Manurethat has been spread by tank truck, irrigation or spreader at normal agronomic rates should not be considere
point source pollution under the provisions of the CWAe accidental or unintentional discharge of mastmuld
not be considered pousburce pollution under the provisions of the CWA

1.2.7. Any Animal Feeding Operation (AFO) that creates no waste wi&eharge be exempt from classification as a point
source; and

1.2.8. The current qualitative guidance is insufficient to assure that EPA decisions regarding permitting will be fairly and
evenly applied.

We oppose:

1.3.1. Reducing the present federal guidelines for CAFOSs to less than 1,008l amits;

1.3.2. Revisions to EPA regulations pertaining to the designation of CAFOs;

1.3.3. Co-permitting for livestock operations;

1.3.4. Requiring AFOs with fewer than 1,000 animal units to develop an environmental management system (EMS) as a
condition to avoid an National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit;

1.3.5. Livestock producers being held responsible for pollution derived from animal nutrients after ownership of the manur
has been transferred to anotparty and removed from the producer's control;

1.3.6. The number of animal units kept in confinement being the sole determining factor in defining a concentrated animal
feeding operation

1.3.7. Mandatory NPDES permits on farms and animal operations that do not discharge;

1.3.8. Efforts to classify a dry litter AFO as a CAFO; and

1.3.9. Any mechanized system or conveyance used to distribute water, and organic or inorganic compoundsueaagricult
land be designated as posturce.

2. Regional Water Quality Initiatives and Total Maximum Daily Loag$MDL )
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2.1

2.2,

TMDLs should be scientifically valid, achievable, awbnomically feasible. If existing state water quality standards do not
allow for achievable and economically feasible TMDLSs, those standards should be revised. ThygadWAole authority

to states to determine whether, whe &iow to implement TMDLs. We oppose efforts by EPA to approve, demand or
direct state implementation plans either directly or through threats of federal backstops.

We support voluntary best management practices (BMPSs) in the development ofiémigitton plans.

Clean Water Act (CWAFramework and Agricultural Water Quality Programs

3.1

3.2.

3.3.

CWA regulates the "discharge of pollutants." We oppose changing the wording, meaning donefiniivigable waters

in the CWA the removal of the term "navigable watefrom the CWAand any attempt to broaden the reach of the CWA

Federal CWAurisdiction should be limited to navigable streaansl flowing waterwaythat have continuous flow 365

days a year. The Act's framework should:

3.1.1. Maintain state primacy over local land and water decisions;

3.1.2. Maintain state authority to allocate quantities of water within its jurisdiction and groundwater;

3.1.3. Promote a clear distinction between which waters are subject to fadediction and which waters are subject to
state jurisdiction; and

3.1.4. Maintain existing statutory and regulatory exemptions for prior converted croplands and waste treatment systems.

We support the concept of cleaning up our nation's whatevever, the goal of zero water pollution should be substantially

modified. The current focus of the CWshould remain that of achieving fishable and swimmable standards.&\/A

Coastal Zone ManagemieAct (CZMA) regulations should not infringe on property rigistsould not result in unfunded

mandatedor state and local governments and should be subject to cost/laankfisk assessment analysis. Reauthorization

of the federal CWAand CZMA should not alter federal or state water rights and water allocation systems and should

encourage state control over these programs.

We believe te CWAand the CZMA should allow state flexibility to develop programs to protect water quality as long as

they are no more restrictive than federal manddties authorit for determining impaired waters, establishing standards

and criteria, and developing and implementing appropriate response programs and plans should remain with the states w

input from farmer representation. Funding should be expanded for reseash iachnologies and methods that will

enable producers to achieve effective environmental stewardship.



3.4. The pursuit of pollution abatement should be only one of the many factors considered in the development of national wate
policies. Other facts, including the cost of pollution abatement, the needs of agriculture, the needs for growth and the
presence of naturally occurring pollutants, must also be considered.

3.5. The federal government and its agencies should not require a NPDES peintérfmasin water transfers or require water
treatment on interbasin transfers.

3.6. The CWAdoes not stand alone in protecting America's waters from pollution. Other ongoing programs at the federal, state
and local level ambine to provide an effective foundation for water quality protection and must be funded fully,
coordinated with and not superseded by the federal government.

3.7. The attainment of water quality standards established by federal action under thehGWe\take into consideration the
particular and difficult problems caused by naturally occurring pollutants. Solving these difficult problems should not come
at the expense of the established users of water.

3.8. We support:

3.8.1. The reauthorization of section 117 of the CW¥iahout expansion of federal authority;

3.8.2. Efforts to establish, in rules, a definition and threshold for the level of scientifically valid data necessary to yccuratel
assign a water body's classification, and to determine a water body's quality as it relates to its ability to meet its
assigned beneficial uses; Such definition should, at a minimum, include the following:
3.8.2.1Environmental Protection Agen¢iPA) standards based on sound science and native baseline levels;
3.8.2.2Data that includes, but is not limited to, the historical, geological and hydrological capability of a water body

to meet beneficial uses; and
3.8.2.3The chemicalphysical and biological data collected under an approved sampling and analysis plan. This plar
should, at a minimum, specify monitoring location, dates and quality control/quality assurance;

3.8.3. That baselineleterminations of pollution be taken into account when nonpoint source pollution studies and policies
are formulated,;

3.8.4. Requiring that data generated by any water quality monitoring program, including development of standards and
designated uses, lgathered and analyzed in a manner that meets the highest level of EPA Quality Control and
Quality Assurance protocols;

3.8.5. The monitoring and standards of water quality being administered on a state level;

3.8.6. Adequate federal funding for Unité&tates Geological Survey (USGS) stream gauging program;

3.8.7. EPA conducting a federally funded cost/benefit analysis and risk assessment before imposing any additional
regulatory proposal,

3.8.8. Amendments to the federal CWehad CZMA to provide that nonpoint sources be dealt with using voluntary Best
Management Practices (BMP) or accepted agricultural practices, based on technically and economically feasible
control measures; and

3.8.9. Only state level management of affhfrom agricultural nonpoint source related activities. The EPA should
recognize states with comprehensive livestock waste management programs as "functionally equivalent” to the
federal program under the CWA

3.9. The EPAshould not grant authority to tribes to regulate water quality standards.

3.10.The CWAshould not expand water quality standards to include the broad category of biological diversity

3.11.Tax credits, lowinterest loans, grants and preferential tax treatment should be made available to aid and encourage farme
to implement BMP or accepted agricultural practices. The use of BMP or accepted agricultural practices by the farmer or
ranchershould be conclusive proof of compliance and prevent prosecution under the CWA

3.12.Surface and groundwater quality problems, originating at facilities owned, controlled or operated by the federal governmei
have often detriorated to the point that positive action must be taken to remediate the problem. To protect our health, land
water and natural resources, federal facilities that have contaminated water affecting private landowners must take the
following steps:
3.12.1.Whenever deemed necessary, a professional medidtomo vested interest, should be engaged to facilitate

interactions among the landowners, contractors and responsible federal government agency. Themstieter
access to technical and legal consultants to assist with decision making. The main objective of theismdiator
bring accountability to the remediation process;

3.12.2. Allow only the most affected parties to determine which agevayld facilitate the process; and

3.12.3.Cost of the mediation would be the responsibility of the federal agency responsible for the contaminating facility.

4. Ground Water/Drinking Water

4.1. We support:

4.1.1. The use of Maximum Contaminanévels(MCL) in establishing drinking water standards for pesticides and urge
that EPA expedite the standard setting process;

4.1.2. EPA action based on statistically significant tierthat will serve as a warning that the MCL is being approached;

4.1.3. Action to prevent reaching the MCL;

4.1.4. EPA work with appropriate federal and state agencies and institutions to best determine environmentally vulnerable
areas when considegrpesticide registration amendments and use prohibitions;

4.1.5. USDA as the primary federal agency to development and implementation of any federal groundwater policy or
program affecting agriculture. Groundwater policy should be based on adequaiécsoésearch;
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4.2

4.1.6. National legislation to ban Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether (MTBEgcause of water quality concerns raised in scientific
studies;

4.1.7. State goernments be given primary authority and responsibility to respond to agriculturally contaminated
groundwater with site specific recommendations to the producer to mitigate contamination. Such a response should
involve coordinating all appropriate and nesay resources available to the state to make the determination. The
state agriculture departments, where possible, should serve as a lead agency;

4.1.8. That regulations adopted to prevent pesticide contamination take into account the geologicatesfefeur nation
as well as regional agricultural practices, thus allowing the most economical and practical method of contamination
prevention;

4.1.9. EPA and state government authority to require chemégastrants to conduct grodwater monitoring programs in
support of their products and as a condition for registration or reregistration. Monitoring must be tied to the
development of groundwater standards;

4.1.10.Emphasis be placed on the protection of current and potpnotale groundwater. Recognition should be that all
groundwater cannot be expected to be potable and should not be subject to the same degree of protection;

4.1.11.The replacement of sas a deicer on roads, bridges and highways withltemative products calcium magnesium
acetate (CMA) and other agriculturally based products;

4.1.12.We encourage the inclusion of environmental concerns as well as damage to road surfaces, bridges and vehicles
part of overall cost considerations wheomparing salto CMA as a deicing agent;

4.1.13.Increased research by USDA, in the use of computer modeling, to predict pesticide migration. Cooperative
Extension Service offices and Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) @ffatastshould develop
capability to assist agricultural producers in making site specific use decisions;

4.1.14. Liability for groundwater contamination caused by pesticides be based on levels supported by competent, scientific
evidence that show actugrm to human health;

4.1.15.The federal government underwrite groundwater liability insurance much in the same manner that it currently
underwrites floodplain insurance; and

4.1.16.Re-evaluation of P.L. 8566 (NRCS small watershed program) and itpleasis on flood control projects and
consideration of its use in the water quality of watersheds and public water supplies.

We oppose:

4.2.1. EPA arbitrarily lowering maximum arsenic levels in rural water systbetage a lower level will substantially
increase the costs to rural water users;

4.2.2. Legislation that would regulate the sale and use of nitrogen fertjlizers

4.2.3. The enactment of federal Isgation that would place either civil or criminal liability on farmers and ranchers for
following generally accepted agricultural practices, including label instructions;

4.2.4. Linking farm program benefits with well testimgnd groundwater contamination concerns; and

4.2.5. State or federal legislation that would place a presumption of liability upon farmers or ranchers for pollution of public
or private water supplies near agricultural operations.

Nonpoint Source Management

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

Locally administered programs are better able to achieve the goals of the T\ AWAdoes not give EPA authority

over nonpoint source pollution controls. This authority lies with individual states.

Any watershed management plan should include among its goals and objectives the preservation of agricultural productiv

and the lielihood of farm families in the watershed.

We support:

5.3.1. Nonpoint source programs that emphasize a voluntary, incevaised approach;

5.3.2. Federal assistance to administer a sti@ecloped voluntary assurance program to assist fanchagricultural
producers with conservation efforts;

5.3.3. Efforts to address nonpoint runoff and improving water quality that target impaired watersheds using a "worst case
first" approach;

5.3.4. Federal funding levels adequate to developsiific information, technical assistance, cgsaring for local
programs, and upgrading septic systems;

5.3.5. BMP or accepted agricultural practices that are developed locally with producer involvement and financially practica
for landowners to voluntdy apply;

5.3.6. Farmers and ranchers retaining the right to modify their nutrient management plans at any time based on changes i
their farming/ranching operations;

5.3.7. Research efforts to clarify the cause or causes of pfiesteria

5.3.8. States having the right to review 208 Plans (draimhsteicts) which are voluntary in their applications;

5.3.9. The promotion of management practices to improve water quality should depend onchla#iersging the integrity
of the water body. Specific management practices should not be promoted over others as a guaranteed solution;

5.3.10.Grants and loans with reduced interest rates for nutrient management storage systems and related equipment;

5.3.11.Efforts to control the phosphorous content of runoff from all contributors;

5.3.12. A requirement that TMDlallocations be redone when science indicates that the existing allocations are incorrect;

5.3.13. State ad federal regulatory agencies balancing wetland mitigagqoirements with the need for optimized tile
drainagédor food, fiber and fuel production
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5.3.14.BMP or accepted agricultural practices as an alternative to numerical standards to more effectively address the po
and nonpoint sources of pollution that greatly vary in a regional watershed,;
5.3.15.That pollution permitradingin any reauthorization of the CWas one approach to implement the act's
requirements; and
5.3.16.The general guidelines of pollution permit tradimg allow local entities to determine the management system
which best fits its needs. These general guidelines should:
5.3.16.1. Have a goal of water quality improvement;
5.3.16.2. Set environmental goals @diconstraints that cannot be changed arbitrarily by any member of the system;
5.3.16.3. Identify and establish a credible monitoring system which:
5.3.16.3.1Maintains a set of baseline data obtained on alcg®ase basis;
5.3.16.3.2Manages transactions; and
5.3.16.3.3Monitors environmental conditions and activities across permit traders;
5.3.16.4. Allow farmers who achieve reductions beyond the permit's requirements to "bank" their reductions for
future trading.

5.4. We oppose:

5.4.1. EPA efforts to gain greater regulatory authority by including nonpoint source pollution controls under the federal
storm water discharge permit program;

5.4.2. Any attempts by EPA to dictate specifi@ptices and regulations to control nonpoint source pollution;

5.4.3. Limits on agricultural cost programs;

5.4.4. Altering approved nutrient management plans;

5.4.5. Any enforceable mechanisms to address nonpoint spothéion. Enforceable programs should be developed and
implemented by the states;

5.4.6. Using regulations to address agricultural, nonpoint source issues related to TMDLs of pollutants in streams;

5.4.7. Mandatory requirements torcg out the nonpoint source management programs;

5.4.8. Mandated fencing of streams and riparian areas;

5.4.9. EPA's efforts to revoke the administrative exemption for silvicultiime the NPDES permitting process;

5.4.10.Mandatory financial assurance (bonding) for nutrient management facilities associated with AFOs or CAFOs;

5.4.11.Designating water flow from farm fields or drainage as point sources of pollution under the CWA

5.4.12.The current CAFOs requirement to maintain a daily water inspection log;

5.4.13.CWA permits for the lawful use of pesticides;

5.4.14.EPA requiring NPDES permits on forest roads for tintlewesting; and

5.4.15.Federal regulation or control of runoff watato nonnavigable streams

Gulf of Mexico Program

6.1. We support the right of states to develop a volunteer plan of actamdtess the agricultural nonpoint source portion of the
EPA's Gulf of Mexicgorogram. We believe the program's goals and objectives can best be administered at the local level
through soil and water conservation organizatams farm groups.

6.2. Any policies made regarding the Gulf of Mexiegpoxiaarea must be backed by sound scientific research and give proper
consideration to impacts on agriculture production.

Perchlorate

7.1. Landowners, producers or their lenders shall not be held liable for the cost of perdiématgps caused by actions over
which the producer, landowner or lender hadmamagement oversight or control of decisinaking.

7.2. We support:

7.2.1. Funding for research into the health risks and strategies for mitigating risks associated with pemchiatateand
food; and

7.2.2. Using the best available science and appropriate risk assessment for the establishment of health goals or regulaton
standards.

7.3. We oppose any legislation or administrative decision that releases the federal governmeatdepatiment of Defense)
and their contractors and subcontractors from liability associated with pollution of their land, crops or products by
perchlorate

Lake Erie Basin

8.1. We support the formation af multi-state task force to study the sources, causes and solutions for harmful algae blooms.

548 [ Water Use

1.

Water is one of our most vital resources. We support the construction of water storage, funaiteg obnservation and
efficiency programs, the streamlining of permitting of storage projects and state and federal cooperation in builelisg multi
water systems anywhere feasible consistent with state water laws
More attetion should be given to the lostgrm effects of such plans, such as the advantage of building structures of sufficient
strength to take care of likely future agricultural water needs.
Coal Slurry Pipelines
3.1. Federal legislation dealing with coal slurry pipesisbould:

3.1.1. Respect state water lawad protect such laws from threats of nationalization under the hteeGdbmmerce Clause

of the U.S. Constitution;
12¢
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3.1.2. Respect state laws concerning property rigintd eminent domain procedures;
3.1.3. Require payments to owners for damages to their property; and
3.1.4. Provide that a stathat has a water compact with another state shall receive credit for the amount of water that is
transported to the other state in a coal slurry pipelimkensure:
3.1.4.1That the use and appropriation of water foirgkbrstate coal slurry pipelisenot just those that use the right
of federal eminent domain, be made pursuant to the law of the state where the diversion takes place;
3.1.4.2That if a state denies a veatpermit or exercises conditions on such a permit or authorization, up to and
including termination, this exercise will not be prohibited as an unreasonable burden on interstate commerce
3.1.4.3That federal reserved water can only be used in a cogy glipelineif state law is fully complied with; and
3.1.4.4That nothing in the law shall alter in any way any provision of state law or interstate compact.

International Water Agreements

4.1.

We support:

4.1.1. Reasonable agreements and cost participation with MexiddCanada

4.1.2. The efforts of Texas and the United States government to uphold and enforce the 1944 water treaty between the U.
and Mexico

4.1.3. Efforts to ensure that water delivery to the Rio Grande Riwdrallocations are strictly honored by the U.S. and
Mexico as stipulated by the 1944 treaty;

4.1.4. Federal and state programs designealleviate hardships to Texas agribusiness as a result of Mekieaty non
compliance, including actual production histergp insurance

4.1.5. Financing of improvements to water delivery systems along the Rio Grande d&ider

4.1.6. Renewal of the Columbia Riv@reaty with Canad@ such a manner as to m&iim its original focus upon flood
control and power generation

5. Reclamation Projects

13C

5.1.

5.2.

We support:

5.1.1. Enabling legislation authorizing navigation projetttat include the use of water for agricultural irrigation and other
purposes;

5.1.2. Users of water from new developments paying their fair share of the development cost of the facilities that make the
water available;

5.1.3. Placing appropriatealues on flood control, conservation, power, recreational and environmental benefits;

5.1.4. Infrastructure costs and repayment reflecting the share of benefits received;

5.1.5. Provisions, wherever feasible, for an irrigation district, or oitgtrumentality to assume repayment and
administrative responsibility for all or portions of the project before a reclamation project is constructed;

5.1.6. The transfer of ownership and administrative responsibility for reclamation and other praojectadrfederal
government to a local, state or interstate agency upon its assumption of repayment obligations. The cost of assurin
safety for federal danshould be borne by the federal government;

5.1.7. Elimination of he Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) and transferring custody of western water and power projects to the
appropriate project users and water master responsibilities to the states;

5.1.8. Using Hydroelectridamsto their full potential to produce power rather than limiting their use to regulate the
downstream flow for environmental or recreational purposes;

5.1.9. A plan that would allow water districts that receive their wdissugh the BOR to "bank" their unused water;

5.1.10. Sufficient duration for future contracts to allow farmers to securetieng capital or financing;

5.1.11.BOR continuing its role regardless of changes in the Environmental Protection Agency (&Rrlayds, including
regulations stated in Waters of the United States (WOTUS); and

5.1.12.The continued investment, repair and maintenance of all BOR irrigation projects.

We oppose:

5.2.1. The change of focus of the BOR from development oéwadsources to regulation enforcement and recreation
enhancement;

5.2.2. The renaming of water storage projects by the BOR and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) with the intent t
weaken the importance of "lakes" behind federedigulated damby calling them "reservoirs;"

5.2.3. The destruction of federally regulated dafmspurported environmental reasons; and

5.2.4. Any efforts to amend reclamation laws that would negatiaélsct the priority of water allocation for agricultural
use.

Reserved Water Doctrine

6.1.
6.2.
6.3.

The importance of the present and future water yield from public lands to the econalfrstaies is clear.

Legislation is needed to dispel uncertainty that the implied reservation doctrine produced.

We support legislation that requires federal agencies to:

6.3.1. Comply with state laws relating to the use of water ang$pect private rights to use water established under state
law;

6.3.2. Provide that water flowing from reserved lands and other federal &wadlshe subject to state authority; and

6.3.3. File with the appropriate state aggrheir present use of water in the state and provide access to the courts for
landowners to determine if federal claims are reasonable.
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6.4. We oppose reserved water rights on federal laxdspt through filing with the staterfa right in accordance with state
law.

Rural Water Systers

7.1. We support:

7.1.1. The concept of rural water systemrganized and operated in accordance with accepted prirgijlgwactices;

7.1.2. Steps by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in cooperation with state agencies to safeguard water quality,
while at the same time, encouraging EPA not to initiate costly and unnecessary regulations, which could only drive
up the cost of rural water; and

7.1.3. Funding for rural water and sewers, including projects in unincorporated service areas, through the rural developme
program of USDA.

Underground Water
8.1. We support:

8.1.1. State laws that strive for the protection, development and administration of groundwater to protect the rights of
overlying landowners;

8.1.2. Prohibition of nuclear wastepositorieshat endanger underground waagpifers

8.1.3. Continuing research on groundwater recharge and on making more efficient use of our water resources. Such rese:
should be designed to develagonservation program with emphasis on individual, local and state participation;

8.1.4. All reasonable management efforts being made to prevent contaminants from entering groundwater; and

8.1.5. Subject to state water law, allowing veto authority tstate whose groundwater is diminished in cases of interstate
artificial withdrawal or transport of groundwater.

8.2. We oppose:

8.2.1. Federal intervention and controls in underground watsters;

8.2.2. Taking undergound wateiin the form of hot water and steam from overlying owners by classifying water as a
mineral and

8.2.3. Groundwater projects that affect another state's water unlassdape empiricbstudies clearly show that water can
be withdrawn and exported without adverse effects on said state's agriculture and sovereign lands.

Water Diversion
9.1. We favor multistate compacts poovide for the use of water between states.
9.2. We support:

9.2.1. States being allowed to divert from rivensd streams that amount of water said state is entitled to pursuant to rights,
compacts or decrees; and

9.2.2. International surface water transfer programs that would ensure the interests of American agriculture.

9.3. We oppose:
9.3.1. Any move to break the Colorado River Compact or any other river compact;
9.3.2. The diversion or sale of water frofmet Great Lakes Basin
9.3.3. Recreational irchannel diversions if they:
9.3.3.1Do not promote multiple uses of water;
9.3.3.2Are used as growth and development controls which lowers property valuesgnavah areas;
9.3.3.3Restrict flood control projects and promote stream bank erosion by excessive amounts of water flowing for
longer periods of time;

9.3.3.4Erode the value of water for water rights owners by restricting where and how much of their water can be
diverted from streams;

9.3.3.5Are not limited to the minimum amount needed for a limited amount of time for the specific purpose for
which the application is being made;

9.3.3.6Are not limited to the amount of water under control of the applicant arigdirno the place where control
structures exist; and

9.3.3.7Recreational irchannel diversion or instream flouwighey are granted; however, they should not supersede
agricultural, municipal or industrial use.

10. Water Planning

10.1.We support:
10.1.1.Planning of water usen a multiple pypose watershed basis, including multipurpose small hydroeleletnic
projects when feasible;
10.1.2.Interstate compactn interstate streams;
10.1.3.For federalstate river commissions:
10.1.3.1. Desigation of a majority of the members by the affected states and a requirement that each state
representative should be a resident of the basin;
10.1.3.2. Approval of all projects fully within a member state by appropriate authority within the state be&dre fi
approval by the commission; and
10.1.3.3. Creation of a "basin account" to collect revenues from related projects to finance further development;
10.1.4.Audits by the General Accounting Office of all "bengfitst" reports required by Congress as rddton for
approval of federal projects and all affected property owners have an opportunity to submit appropriate data for
consideration; and
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